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PREFACE. 

IT may he proper to hf^rm the Reader ^ that this Vin- 
dication of the Genuinenefs ^Zor^/CIarendon'j Hi- 
story printed at Oxford, was drawn up about twelve 
years ago : and that an extraff of it was puhlififd 
in the Weekly Mifcellany. Mr. OldmixonV Slander 
gave the occajion ; the injury done by him to the fup- 
posd Editors J and that learned Body^ of which I was 
a member^ demanded fome anfwer : my zeal for their 
reputation was the motive prompting me to the under^ 
taking. Bp. Atterbary'j Vindication led the way ; the 
example gave encouragement. My acquaintance with 
2)r. George Clarke, a common friend both of the Cla- 
Tcndonfamify and Dean Aldnch/mdMith Bp. Tan« 
ner, and fome other perfons of lojg Ji^di^S m tbe 
Univerjity^ gave a favourable opfmiiunitji of:furfMng 
my enquiries on this head to good f^pife^funiertyf 
direction and ajfiflance thefe^^niti»f*wireyoffeffeldi^ 
which, with my obfervations upon them, im;40dto com- 
municated to the Tublick. • }'^ 

ft is to be remarked that that part tf thefe Tapers^ 
which was publifb'd in the Weekly Mifcellany, had re* 
lation onljf to one point, viz. the confutation (f tSUr. 
Oldmixon'j charge. It was at that time thought unr 
necejfary to proceed any farther : the pubRcation of the 
remainder was fufpended^ titt either fome Reply, cr 
fome new cavil or exception gave frejb occafion to pro* 
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Treface^ 

fecute the controverfy. - Stmetbing was inJeeJ puhliJh'J 
improperly caWd a Reply to Bp. Atterbury : and fome 
time aftervoard another thing forced it's way into the 
worlds caWd a Reply to the groundlefs reiSexions of 
Oxonienfis fyc. but both thefe were fuch performances^ 
as plainly Jhewd the diftrefs of' the baffled Tamphleteer^ 
defer ted by his P^ouchers^ without defence^ without ex- 
cufe, without Jhame, and without ingenuity either ta 
acknowledge the miJlaJ^e^ or retraff the Slander; fa 
thaty as by the manner of oppojition he appears to haw 
in effeSl given up the pointy as^ no lot^er defenffble^ J 
might fafely let the difpute reft upon the prefent foot^ 
ing' However fome few Jiriffures on the firft perform 
mance are infer ted in thefe Tapers : and a Reply to the 
latter was publiftid in the Weekly Mifcellany. 

In the mean while it muH he ownd that the world 
had reafon to expeSi fomewhat more than the bare con- 
futation of Mr. PJiSimixon V improbable ^ory : an ac^ 
count of the*^ Qruef-.Aate of the matter in difpute has 
been long, ^e^f^d/^'^-being that, which alone cou'd give 
^t^^'beff fatiififfipnto,t^U rational enquirers. We are 
ipi" ^toi'vimpfaili'^efi'flegieff in our Tredeceffors for not 
prefervifig\andi)i(i^]mitting to us notices of fads well 
known iutifetr daySj and frejb in their memories ^ yet 
at the fame time we ourfelyes are offen^ I know not 
bow, infenfibly led into the fame negUli. Generous 
winds commonly overlook with a lik^ contempt both the 
weakjiefs and boldnefs of ill-grounded reports ; — and 
fhe generality of mankind^ being lefs intereftedj are ac- 
mdingl] lefs attentive to matters of this kind\ fo that 
if often happens that little or no care is taken to unde- 
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ceive Tofterity^ to vobom the mfreprefentation is banded 
Jovonwtbout tkc reafms^ by wbicb it is Jifprtn/d and 
cmfuted : or, iffucb cdrejbou'd be taken in any parti- 
tular inBanee^yet it may mt be found fufficient to an* 
Jvoer tbe majn purpofe^ to produce a general conviflion 
or fatisfaSion. Matty inquifitvoe perfbns want to know 
'more of tbe merits of tbe cauje than what is contained 
in tbe anfvoers to obje^ions bitberto made, andj wbi/e 
they tbink tbemfelpes hepi in tbe dark^ are apt to grow 
umafy and fujpicious : Biff the point ties open to Jome 
other exceptions : tbe affailants repulsd in tbeir firft 
attach, as tbey kpow not tbe Sirength of tbe Fortrefs^ 
flatter tbemfelves voitb fuccefs in an attempt on ano- 
ther quarter. And accordingly in tbe prefent cafe^ if 
this Jlander tf Mr. Oldmix;on be neyer reviyd, yet 
fome otber Bory cf like Imd, built on like bear-faj evir 
dence, may perbaps be raised at fome dijlance of time, 
njoben moB men may probably want inclination, and 
few men are furnijh*d witb proper materials for dif- 
proving the falfehood. In fuch circumBances we per- 
ceive tbe expedienq of laying before tbe publtck the true 
Bate of this affair as it has come to our knowledge, as 
being tbe moB likely means to fettle mens notions about 
tbe point, and preclude aff cavils on this bead for tbe 
future. In this, as weff as otber cafes y inconveniences 
f^ay at fiiB be eafilj prevented, which cannot after- 
wards be eafily remov'd : the fooner any thing is done 
for this purpofe fo much the better •, fince the difficulty 
is like to continually encreafe in proportion to the greater 
diBame of time. 

^Jides^ tbe conjideratiotf of the various cafualfifs 
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Treface. 

incident to Terfms md things points out the danger, 
f»bicb generally attends delays in thefe proceedings . We 
fee what has ahead) happen* d^ fince the frH draining 
up thefe papers : Bp. Tanner, Z>r. George Clarke, an J 
Others J vobofe names I had occajion tJ> mention^ arc 
dead; and indeed but few Terfons are now alive ^ who 
bad any immediate knowledge rf the point in debate : 
and it might happen that all the evidences themselves 
might have been hff together with the Perlbns of thofe, 
by whom they were coUeBed\ efpeciatty as there feerrid 
to be no neceffity of troubling the world any further^ 
either by a f utter confutation of exploded Jlanders^ or 
the fpecial proofs of a point , which ought to be taken 
for granted. Theje circumffances being conJider*d^ we 
maj perceive bow expedient it is to makp a timely ufe 
of tbofe means of defence we at prefent have in our 
hands ; which thro' our negRgence and unnece/kry delays 
are in danger ofbeit^ lofl or impaired, and cannot perhaps 
itfterwards without the greatejl difficulty be recovered. 

Thefe confiderations fuggejled by Terfons^ to whofe 
judgment I owe great deference^ have determined me 
no longer to defer the publication ofM, that I had wrote 
on this fubjeS : however late it comes into the worlds I 
hope it wiB not be thought unfeafonabk, or unacceptable 
to the Publick. 

The Header is already inform* d that part of theje pa^ 
pers was publijh*d in the Weekly Mifcellany 1732-3 : 
he wiU there find mention made of fever al Terfons as 
then livings who are fince idead: thus for example I 
appeal to Tk. Terry as ready to vouch the truth of a 
faff afferted\ and I fpeak of a MS. as at prefent in 

the 



Treface. 

the ToffeJUion of 2>r. Clarke ^c. Mw I mujl here aj^ 
veriife bim that be will find tbe mention made of thofe 
perjons without any alteration, in tbe fame manner in 
wbicb it was firH puhlijtid : and accordingly be is de^ 
Jird to make allowances for tbe date of time, and otber 
drcumjiances of the likg kind. 

Several Tapers, to wbicb I bad occajion to refer, are 
here Juhjoind by way of jippendix. Bp. Atterbury's 
Vindication is a performance, wbicb muji pleafe every 
judicious Reader \ and as it fets fortb at large tbe 
grounds of Mr. Oldmixon*j cbarge together witb tbe 
confutation, it . might perhaps witb more propriety be 
prefix* d as the heft Treface I coud offer ; and indeed 
it is fuch a one as woudmake a good part of tbe follow- 
ing Tapers appear lefs necejfary. 

Mr. WoganV teftimonial communicated in tbe mofi 
ingenuous obliging manner demands mj moft thankful 
ylckpowledgement: at the fame time it will alfo be ac-^ 
ceptable to tbe Reader, as it contains new and curious 
matter^ and, as far as it goes, the tnoft pertinent and 
decifive evidence. 

I have injerted Mr. Oldmixon'j Reply to Oxonien-^ 
fis — that his friends may not complain of uffair pro-- 
ceeding if any thing alledgd in his favour was Jup- 
prefs'd, and that the world may be convincd bow little 
b: bad to fay in his own defence : I/hou'd not otherwife 
have troubled tbe Reader with fuch an idle impertinent 
Taper. 

ff^itb regard to what is added concerning tbe Eix«r 

?tf«Aixi — / cannot dijjembk that I was willingly led 

from tbe cmfideration of a Jimilar cafe tojlate that con- 

troverjy. 



"Preface. 



trover fy^ and glad of the occajion to remove iU-gtouHcle^ 
prejudices^ and vtndicate the genuinenejs of that excel-* 
knt work- 

Upon the vobole^ I am fenjible of the various defeffs 
incident to performances of ibis kind, fucb as are per- 
final altercations^ — tedious details of minute circum'^ 
Stances^ -^refteBionSy — and digrejpons — ^c^ tbefe^ 
as they could not eujily be avoided^ wiU I bope be more 
readily excusd. 

To conclude y if tbe publication of theje papers Jbatt be 
found toferve any good pur po^e^ — to reSiify miftakes — 
remove prejudices — obviate objections — vindicate the 
charaBer of worthy perfons injured — and give fatif- 
fafiion to tbe reafonable enquirer y my defign is well 
anjwer'd. And moreover y as far as tbe Credit of this 
HiBory is conrieSied with tbe proofs of ifs genuine- 
ne(s, I jhaU have an additional reajon to be pleas' d with 
the fuccefs of my endeavours ^ inafmuch as I am per^ 
fwaded that this Hiftory^ (whatever de/effs or faults 
it may have in common with aU other compofitions of 
like kind) is founded upon the mo/l complete view and 
knowledge of the Englifh Conftitution : and all along 
inculcates thofe Political principles y the influence of 
which promotes and preferves the common bappinefs^hy 
fecuring to the Crown as great ajljare of Authority as 
any good Trine e can defire^ and to the People as great a 
Jbare of Liberty as is confident with the Loyalty of 4$ 
good Siibjefi. 
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THE Genuinenefs of the Lord Cl a- 
KENDONS Hiftory of the T^heU 
lion (^c. printed at Oxford has beea 
caird in queftion upon very infiif^ 
ficient evidence, and in a very indecent man- 
ner. An accufation of forgery^ of interpolating 
^ Copy has' been advanc'd againft the fup- 
pos'd Editors ; and the Univerfity of Oxford 
is in fbme degree involvd in the imputation. 
Some Vindication bais with reafon been wiih'd 
Ibr and expeded from that Place, which is 
more immediately affedied by the flander^ and 
efpecially Sit this time, while many perfbns are 
itill living, who by their knowledge of the 
matter in difpute are enabled to difprove the 
charge. Cavils and exceptions, however frivo- 
lous and groundlefs in themfelves, ought now 
no longer to pafs unregarded. Wh6n once 
they have the fortune to be received with ap- 
plaufe, and are likely to grow into popular 
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notions, they then begin to affume an air of 
importance, they then provoke our notice, 
and require fome fatisfadlory anfwer or pub- 
lick animadverfion. To confute mifreprefen- 
tations in fuch a cafe is a debt of juftice to 
the World, which has a right to be undeceived ^ 
a debt of juftice to the charadiers of the Par- 
ties injured by the falfe acculation, as well as to 
the memory of that excellent Patriot and Hifto- 
rian, to whofe moderate counfels we owe chief- 
ly the prefervation of our civil and religious 
eltablifhments* 

I muft here remark the peculiar difficulties 
and difadvantages attending the vindication of 
Parties deceased and publick Bodies. With re- 
gard to the livings an attack upon their repu- 
tittion is foUow'd by an apparent hazard ; for 
the Party aggriev d wou'd immediately ftand 
up in his own defence, and demand (atisfa« 
diion for the injury. But with regard to the 
dcceasd the cafe is different Private friends, 
who disbelieve, may perhaps loudly exprefs 
their refentment of the wrong, but fuch vin- 
dication is generally confin d to the narrow 
circle of their acquaintance i it feldom hap* 
pens that they enter into a publick difpute, 
and trouble the world with a confutation of 
the falfehood : fo that the very impudence in 
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publiftiing gives the Slanderer an advantage, 
which diftance of time will continually im- 
prove. And with regard to publick Bodies 'tis 
a well-known obfervation, that the members 
are feldom forward to intereft themfelves in 
any caufe where they are not perfonally aifedl- 
ed : fo that no man makes that his particular 
bufinefs, which is the general concern of the 
Community. I here mention thefe remarks to 
fhpw that in the ordinary courfe of things it 
cannot be expedled, but that many provoking 
cavils and objediions fhould pafs unregarded 
and unanfwer'ds and that therefore in fuch 
circumftances it wou'd be injurious to inter- 
pret the filence of any Party, who is not per- 
fonally interefted, as a prefumptive proof of 
guilt s or admit Mr. Oldmixons charge as true, 
merely becaufe it has not yet been confuted 
by a formal Aniwer. 

However, that bold falfohoods may not be 
propagated without contradi<3:ion and confu- 
tation, I offer to the publick the following 
Vindication, in which I endeavour to prove 
the genuinenefs of the Oxford Edition. It 
might perhaps in the prefent cafe be thought 
fofficient to anfwer Objedions as far as they 
hitherto have been advanc d ; and indeed it 
is much eafier to difproye mifireprefcntations 
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than to eftablilh truth ; Yet, confideriog the un- 
settled notions and variety of conjectures on 
this head, I ihall proceed farther ; and in order 
to preclude many exceptions for the future, 
and give competent fatisfadiion to reafbnable 
enquirers, I (hall endeavour to lay down the 
true ftate of the cafe from the beft notices I 
could coUe(3: in the courfe of my enquiries : 
Imperfeft as they are, theyjnay be fufficient 
to inform the ignorance of fome, to redify 
the miltakes of others, and perhaps give occa- 
fion to perfons favour d with better oppor- 
tunities and abilities to communicate to the 
world a more fatisfadory account. 

But, before I proceed to examine the charge 
e£firgery publifh'd by Mr. Oldmixon^ in order 
to give the Reader a more full and diftinft 
view of this fubjed, I Ihall carry back his at- 
tention to the time of the publication of the 
work, and confider the proofs of genuinenefs, 
which It brought rvitb it into the roorldy and the 
reception^ which from that time it has all z.^ 
long met with. 

'Tis an aUow'd principle, that the genuine* 
nefs of every book may fairly be prefumdj 'till 
there appears fbme Evidence to the contrary. 
Now this prefumption rifes in proportion to 
the moral charader of thofe, thro' whofe hands 

the 
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the work comes into the world ; and accord- 
ingly^ when it happens that they are perfbns 
remarkable for their integrity as well as hi^ 
Station^ the evidence brought to overthrow it 
mult be proportionably ftiU and clear* Now 
this Evidence is either external^ or internal^ is 
either fuch, as arifes &om the teftimony of o- 
thersi or is fuch^ as is contain'd in the work 
itfelf'^ arifing either from fbme notorious in- 
congruities in the fiiky or inconfiftencies in 
the faUs themfeives, or the cireumftances^ with 
which they are related, or from fbme manifeft 
difagreement with the known (entiments of 
the Author. 

They, who are converfant in works of Cri-. 
ticifm, cannot but obferve, that this latter kind 
of evidence has in many inftances been fuc- 
cefsfiilly applied. Interpolations, and many 
other indired praiftices of the like nature have 
frequently been detedled; and the genuine 
parts of an Author accurately diftinguifh'd 
from the fpurious. Such frauds being gene- 
rally manag'd either with too little art, or the 
appearance of too much art, have often carried 
with themfelves the means of their difcovery. 
The management of fuch a defign is difhoneft; 
a good man woud not be engag'd in it : It is 
withal dangerous % a wife man would fee rea- 
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fbns to be difcourag'd from the attempt : It 
is moreover a task of no fmall difficalty; a 
weak head is not equal to it. So that fbme 
very fblid and fubftantial grounds maft ap- 
pear, before any candid judge will be per- 
fwaded to credit any imputation of that kind. 
Accordingly, pofthumous works, publifh'd by 
Ibme friend of the deceas'd author, are with- 
out fcrupie receiv d for genuine. Many va- 
luable pieces have by thefe means been com- 
municated to the pubhck : and he, who with- 
out fome fpecial reafon, calls their authority 
in queftion, wou d be efteem'd an unreafbnable 
and uncharitable man. I wou'd therefore de- 
fire all Critical Objedors, before they fix the 
imputation oi forgery upon any particular book, 
to examine impartially the grounds on which 
they proceed, and then apply their arguments 
to all other cafes of like nature, and confi- 
der their force when thus carried on to the 
iitmoft Extent. An Argument, which proves 
too much, proves nothing ; it deftroys it felf 
A good Reafoner would not ufe fuch in dis- 
putation : A wife man woud be cautious how 
he admits any conclufion to ferve a prefent 
turn, which in it's natural tendency will wound 
him in his more valuable interefts. If there- 
fore the fame reafbns, upon which they deny 

^ the 



the genuineoefs of this particular hiftory, may 
be with equal force applied to overthrow the 
eftablifli'd authority of many other pofthumous 
works,^ whofe credit they would moft zealouily 
fupport 5 'tis to be hoped, that out of a tender 
regard to them^ they would be indued to mo- 
derate their cenfures, and be convinc d of the 
folly of their reafonings from the mifchief of 
their tendency, and defift from fuch an invi- 
dious and hazardous attempt. 

Let us here obferve that as on one hand in- 
congruities of Stile, of circumftances and fads 
are marks, which betray the forgery, fo, on 
the other-hand, the appearance of the contra- 
ry qualities fhou'd by parity of reafon recom- 
mend every work with the fair preemption of 
it's genuinenefs; and this more efpecially holds, 
where the fubjed: matter of the hiftory is fome 
important controverted point, in which the in- 
tereft of any Party is thought to be concern d. 
Where men's paffions are fo nearly touch'dj 
they will be difpos'd to overlook no blemifh^ 
and the offenfive work will be examin d with 
the moft infidious Curiofity, Warm Party- 
men generally fet up for able Criticks in hifto- 
ry J here is mattejr upon which they are for- 
ward to exercife their skill. All obnoxious 
parts of the hettroitm Author are feverely cen- 
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fur d and purged away by this fort of Political 
inquifition, and the ftubborn alTertions, which 
cannot be difprovd^ are fure to be dijcredit^ 
ed; and, if any internal mark of forgery can 
be perceived, without doubt it will foon be 
exaggerated to the utmoft by fuch perfons, 
who are prompted by Party-zeal^ as well as 
the common vanity of Criticks, to triumph in 
a difcovery Co meritorious, which at once feems 
to ferve the intereft of their caufe, and to pay 
no fmall compliment to their fagacity. 

Now to apply the{e confiderations to the 
prefent cafe : 'tis well known that Lord C/a^ 
Tendons Hiftory treats of a point, which few 
Headers think on with indifference ; it feems 
not lefs to inflame their paffions, than excite 
their curioGty. The very fubjedt has given of^ 
fence to fbme people, and the ^ Title-Vzgt has 
been efteem'd a Libel ; and from thence the 
whole performance has been prejudg'd and 
condemn d. But the moft inquifitive Criticks, 
thofe who neither wanted ability or inclina- 
tion to difcredit a work, which was not agreed- 
able to their notions, were never able to diC 
tinguifli any internal marks of forgery ; nor 
have they upon any difcovery of this kind pre- 
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futad to call the genainenefs of the work in 
queftion: From whence I may be allow'd to 
conclude that there never appear d any grounds 
for fach an imputation. On the contrary, 
throughout the whole work, a work of (b great 
length and nicety, there appears in the ftile^ 
which is diftinguifh'd by peculiarities inimita- 
ble, fuch an exa<3: uniformity; and in the 
matter^ fuch a remarkable congruity with the 
avow*d fentiments, and known charad:er of the 
Author, that, as far as the genuinenefs of a 
writing can be afcertained by internal eviden- 
ces, the judicious Reader will find abundant 
reafbn to conclude that this is the genuine per- 
formance of Edward E. of Clarendon. 

As far then as prefumptions in any cafe are 
to be admitted, furely thofe on the favourable 
fide ought to take place rather than thole of 
an invidious nature ; and therefore, fince the 
circumftances above-mentiond carry in them 
as fair a prefumptive argument on the favour* 
able fide of the queftion as any cafe of that 
kind admits, we have here fufficient grounds 
to (hew candour in our judgment without the 
imputation of fooliih credulity, and reft in oar 
prefent perfwafion upon fuch probable evi- 
dence. 

But, befides thefe pnfumptions and internal 
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marks of genainenefs, I obferve in the fecond 
placC) the work comes accompanied with a fuf^ 
ficient external evidence, viz. the tefiimony of 
the Editors. Who they were might eafily be 
learnt from the Preface to the firft volume. 
Though the name of the writer be induftriouf- 
ly concealed, yet the fubjecft-matter of fcveral 
paflages plainly points out the perfons, by 
whom alone it could with any truth or pro- 
priety be £b feelingly afferted ; the Sons of the 
noble Author, Henry E. of Clarendon and Law-' 
rence E. ofR^chefier. The fagacity of a Criti- 
cal enquirer might eafily have difcover d this ; 
and furely it behoved Mr. Oldmixon to have 
been well affur d of this point before he threw 
out his random-cenfures. Tho' we diftinguilh 
only the E. of l^chejlers Pen, yet we muft un- 
derftand the Preface as addrefs'd to the world 
by the joint authority of both Brothers. It 
came to the Prefs written by the Earfs hand : 
for the truth of this fadl I appeal to the 
Rev. Dr. Terry then corredor of the Prefs. 
To this I add what I myfelf heard afferted by 
the Rev. Mr. Cole^ a Perfon of unexception- 
able charafter and in great confidence with 
die Early who had liv d in the Clarendon fa- 
mily above thirty years, viz. that he at feve- 
ral times faw the Earl writing it, and that 

Dr. 
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Dr. Aldrich frequently came over to Cornbury^ 
hoiife and aiSfted in revifing it. 

The Dedications alio appear d to be written 
by the fame hands ^he matter fb agreeable to 
his known political Sentiments, and the autho- 
ritative manner of addrefs plainly fpeak the 
Writer the Unkle to Queen Ann. 

From the E. of Clarendoris laft Will and Te- 
ftament, which the Reader will find fubjoin d 
to thefe Papers, it appears that both Brothers 
were made joint Executors of their Father's 
will : "jointly entrufted with all their Father's 
** papers and writings of what kind foever, left 
<*entirely to their difpofal, as they fhou d be 
"advis'd, either by fuppreffing or publifhing, 
**by the advice and approbation of my Lord 
^^Arch-Bp. of Canterbury^ (Arch-Bp. Sheldon) 
"and the Bp. cyf ff^inchefier^ (Bp. M?r/^^) whom 
^Hheir Father entreated to be overfeers of His 
"Will.'* Both Brothers then muft be efteem'd 
the proper Editors of their Fathers hiftory, 
which they jointly prefent to the Publick, with 
a declaration of their fidelity in the following 
Words: ^They, who put out this Hiftory, 
**durft not take upon them to make any altc- 
•* ration in a work of this kind, folemnly left 
"with them to be publifh'd, (whenever it Ihou d 
^be publilh'd) as it was delivered to them." 

The 
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The Sons of the Noble Author, who had the 
caftody aad revifal of the original MS*, gave 
the world this aflhrance of the genuinenefs of 
the Oxfird Edition : A circumftance, of fuffi- 
cient weight to determine the queftion! A 
reafonable man need require no further proof, 
but readily accept as authentick what thus 
comes out printed by their direction, and au- 
thoriz d by their teftimony. 

Since the proofs of their good Charadler vir- 
tually aflert the genuinenefs of the Work pub- 
lifh'd by their diredion, I beg leave to pro- 
duce the teftimony of an Hiftorian on all ocr 
cafions very fparing of his praifes ; Bp. Burnet 
in his hiftory of his own times Vol. I. p a 1-7, 
2f S. I chufe totranfcribe at length the whole 
character of the two Brothers, mix'd as it is 
with circumftances which do not much relate 
to our prefent purpofe, rather than give an 
imperfed: extra^, which might be liable to 
the imputation of partiality. 

^^ I will end this relation of Lord Clarendons 
*^fall with an Account of his two Sons. The 
^^Eldeft, now E. of Clarendon^ is a man natu- 
" rally fincere • he is a friendly and good na- 
^^ tQr'd man : he keeps an exadl journal of all 
^^that pafles, and is pundual to tedioufnefs in 
J^^all that he relates : he was early engag d in 

**great 



*^ great fecrcts; for his Father, apprehending 
*^ of what fatal confequence it wou d have been 
*^to the King's affairs, if his correfpondence 
^Miad been difcoverd by unfaithful Secreta- 
*^ries, engaged him when very young to write 
«• all his Letters to England in cypher ^ fo that 
*^he was generally half the day writing in cy- 
*'pher and decyphering; and was fo difcreet, 
^*as well as faithful, that nothing was ever dif- 
^ cover d by him. He continued to be ftill the 
**Perfon whom his Father trufted moft, and 
^^was the moft belovd of all the family. For 
^^he was humble and obliging, tho' fometimes 
*^peevifli J his judgment was not to be much 
^* depended on, for he was, much carried by 
<^ vulgar prejudices and falfe notions. He was 
<*much in the Queens favour, and was her 
*^ Chamberlain long. His father s being fo vio- 
"lently profecuted on the account of her mar- 
triage, made that (he thought herfelf bound 
^^to prote<3: him in a particular manner. He 
^was fo provok'd at the ill ufage his Father 
^met with, that he ftruck in violently with the 
*^ Party, that oppos'd the Court; and the King 
wfpoke always of him with Sharpnefs and much 
<« Scorn. 

^^His Brother, now E. oil{ochcfter^ is a man 

•^of far greater parts: he has a good Pen, but 

"fpeal^s 



<< fpeaks not gracefally : he was thought the 
^^ fmbotheft man in Court, ancj, during all the 
^^difpute concerning his Father, he made his 
"court fo dextroufly, that no refentments ever 
^* appear d on that head. When he came into 
" bufinefs and ro(e to high Pofts, he grew vio- 
"lent ; but was thought ail uncorrupt man : 
^*he has high notions of government, and 
^^ thinks it muft be maintained with great fe- 
*' verity. He delivers up his own notions to 
^'his Party that he may lead them; he paffes 
^^for a Sincere man, and ieems to have too 
*'much heat to be falfe." 

Such was the charader of the two Brothers, 
the Editors of this work, given by Bp. Burnet: 
A chara(3:er fufficient to give weight to their 
aflfertions. And now upon the whole, from 
what has been offer d, I am led to conclude 
that this work brought into the world with it 
as fair prefumpttons^ and as ftrong internal evi- 
dences of genuinenefs, as can be requir'd in 
any cafe of this kind : and, befides this, the 
external evidence of teftimony^ the teftimony 
of two confiderable perfons, as eminent for 
their integrity and honour^ as high Station and 
Sluality^ the Sons of the noble EUftorian. 

Now after all This, which ought not to have 
efcap'd the notice of a Critical Hiftorian^ who 

wou'd 
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woa d not be aftonifh'd at the bold charge of 
Forgery; ofanadiion, very wicked in the con- 
trivance, difficult and dangerous in the execu- 
tion, fuch as no wife or honeft man can be 
fuppofed to attempt — a charge fb very im- 
probable^ that, unlefs it comes fupported by 
fome dire(3: plain proof, it ought to be reject- 
ed with indignation, as a breach of Chrillian 
charity, as well as good manners > 

Let us now proceed to enquire what race* 
ption the work has met with from the time of 
its firft appearance in the world. This we find 
to be no other than what was to be expedted 
in fuch circumftances ; being more or lefs fa- 
vourable according to the different principles 
of the feveral Readers j diftinguifti'd by the 
efteem and approbation of all moderate men, 
as worthy of that great and good man whofe 
name it bears ; but diilik'd and difcredited by 
the violent men of all Parties : by all received 
as the performance of Lord Clarendon. Confi- 
dering the effects of men's prejudices 'twas 
hardly poffible but that an hiftory on fo nice 
and tender a Subjed muft difpleafe fome Par- 
ty or other. Men of fuch warm complexions 
cannot but be angry with every performance 
in which they find their own extravagances 

virtually condemned, and be pleas d with eve- 
ry 
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ry attempt which tends to weaken the tredit 
of an adverfary. Accordingly 'tis oblervable 
that in fadt Some perfbns out of zeal for the 

* 

Royal caafe have blam'd the Hiftorian for 
not diflfembling the blemilhes in the charaAers 
of fome favoaritr great men^ and for freely 
cenfuring the unwarrantable meafures taken 
by the Government. It might therefore be 
expelled that iince this hiftory contains a ftre- 
nuous defence of the Liberties and Rights of 
the Subje^ againft the encroachments of the 
Crown in the former part of K. Charles I. 
reign, it might have efcap'd the cenfure of 
Thofe, who affed to be thought zealous Pa« 
trons of the fame Caufe. But it has happened, 
that thefe men have appeared moft diflfatisfied 
with the charaders of Perfons and reprefenta- 
tions of FaAs. A clamorous oppofition has 
indeed been rais'd againft this excellent hifto- 
ry : but upon what foot was it rais'd ? Upon 
fuch as, inftead of denying, fuppofes the ge- 
nuinenefs of the Work. The oppofers endea- 
vour d to dilprove the truth of the aflfertions 
which gave offence : But what then > the know- 
ledge or integrity of the Hiftorian might be 
caird in queftion f yet the genuinenefs of the 
Hiftory it (elf might not be in the leaft im- 
peached. As Lord Clarendons performance it 

was 
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Was receiv'd; as fuch it was oppos'd. On all 
hands there appears no Sufpicion of Forgery. 
Cou'd fuch a charge have been prov'd, they 
then had gain d their point at one ftroke, and 
triumph'd without any further oppoficion. But 
no proof of this kind has ever yet appear- 
ed: that none was ever offer d to the pubM 
lick, (if fiich an argument be in any cafe con- 
clufive) may fairly be prefum'd from the Si- 
lence of that induftrious Colle(9;or of Scandal^ 
Mr. Oldmixon^ who moft afTuredly wou'd have 
improv d it with all the aggravations, which a 
prejudic'd mind coud fugged:. Whereas this 
Author, in his Critical Hifiory^ where he omits 
no Circumftance which might difcredit Lord 
Clarendons Work, all along rather: fuppofes than 
quejiions the genuinenefs of it, and according- 
ly dire(3:s his Cavils not againft the authentick-* 
nefsy but the SubjeB-matter of it. Thus Vol. i . p* 
Id 8. he condemns him zsjlumbling at the thref^ 
hold^ for calling his Account of the Civil War^ 
the Hiftory of the Grand J^bellion &c. The 
only infinuation of any indired: pra(3:ice in the 
publication, and that with regard only to the 
title^ occurs in p. 42. and this, contrary to his 
ufual manner, couch'd wich fome diffidence^ 
^* I know not, fays he, if the E. of Clarendon 
"did call his Hiftory, that of the Rebellion 

B *'himfelf. 
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^^himfelf, or whether it was fo entitled by the 
^^ Chrift'Church men; there being more in it of 
<Hhe fpirit and manners of Collegiates, than 
^^of a man of Quality." And, in his Preface 
to his Remarks on the Hifkory of the Rebel- 
lion printed 1727, he mention'd his fufpicionj 
that the MS. was interpolated, a fufpicion 
founded on the obfervations of Gallicifmsy 
which frequently are to be met with in Lord 
Clarendons Stile, which he very fagacioufly 
conjectured to be of too modern date, to be 
us*d by the Earl ; — but he tells us at the 
fame time "he lays no great ftre{s upon this 
<^circumftance." And indeed he would do well 
to retraca his Criticifm : for this very peculiari- 
ty of ftile is a circumftance, which, with ap- 
pearance of greater probability, proves that it 
came from the Earl's pen ; it being natural to 
fuppofe that He {hou*d adopt many words in- 
to his hiftory from that language, which was 
render d familiar to him by his long exile in 
France. 

We may further obferve that nothing of this 
kind appears to have been mention d among 
the variety of Oral Traditions and defamatory 

falfehoods publifti'd by * Dr. John Ayliffe ; nor 
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a Degraded for contempt of the Authority of the Univcrfity, 
and oppoGtion to it's rights and privileges, Feb. 8. 171 4. 
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in that &moas colledion of Univerfity-Scandat 
both jocular and (erious, entitled * Terne-fiHus. 
It is well known that neither of thefe two wri- 
ters were fb tender of the reputation of their 
Alma Mater as to conceal this notorious ble- 
mifli : neither of them wou'd have been filent 
on fb defireable a Topick, on which they cou'd 
have harangued with fo much applaufe and 
triumph. From hence we may conclude^ that 
they had either not heard, or at leaft had not 
credited this charge of corrupting the faith of 
Hiftory. Many other writers of like kind there 
are, who wanted neither inclination nor en- 
couragement to undeceive the world in fuch a 
cafe : But, as nothing on this head has yet 
dropp'd from their pen, which deferv d any 
publick regard, I am led to refume this con- 
clufion, that even in their opinion the Oxford 
Edition was efteem'd genuine. They were in- 
deed forward enough to difcredit the Hiftory, 
but they did not reje<9: it as an adulterated^ J^u^ 
rious work. They were bufy in making enqui- 
ries concerning all circumftances of the publi- 
cation at the Oxford Prefs, but difcover'd no- 
thing upon which they could ground fuch an 
imputation. Many queftions on this occafibn 

a Publifhed by Mr. N. ^mhurfi fcholar of St. John's College, 
who was denied his aQnality or facceffion to a fellowlhip 1719* 
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might be ask'd of the Oxfird-Men^ who did 
really know but little more of the matter than 
they themfelves. The Work was indeed print- 
ed at the Univerfity-Prefi : but they were not 
concern d in conducting the Edition, and ac- 
cordingly not qualified to anfwer the feveral 
overcurious impertinent enquiries, which mighft 
be made on this occafion. Thefe Critical, pre- 
judiced enquirers therefore, not having their 
Guriofity gratified from this quarter, yet, af- 
fedling to know fbmething of the matter, in- 
dulg d themfelves in a bold liberty of doubt- 
ing, conjediuring, and furmifing, and endea- 
voured to give a plaufible turn to their Sugge- 
ftions : but ftill, all that cou'd be alledg d with 
the mofl: fpecious appearance, was nothing but 
furmifes and conjediures of uncertain weighty 
owing their Credibility in a great meafure to 
the favourable difpofition of the Party, to 
whom they were proposed. In the mean while 
the Authority of the Hiftory prevail'd, nor 
was it likely to be overthrown on the prefent 
footing. 

To this end, fome new Scheme was necef- 
fary : — Inftead of general prefumptions fome 
fecial charge fhoud be brought, and come 
fupported by the appearance of fome direcS 
proof. — A bold ftroke of this kind was like, 

to 
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to facceed, efpecially among their own party; 
fince all men are eafily perfwaded to believe 
what they wifli to be true. — If then it was 
thought an attempt too hazardous to impeach 
the veracity of Lord Clarendon'^ yet the ge^ 
nuinenefs of the work might be more fafely . 
queftion'd; for this was only impeaching the 
fidelity of the fuppos'd Editors : — This ap- 
peared a more fafe and eafy, as it certainly was 
a more compendious and efiediual Scheme. — 
And furely there might be found men of 
iingularity and blind zeal, fit inftruments to 
carry on fuch a defign. Many incidental cir- 
cumftances might be fo improved as to give 
countenance and credit — for example, fome 
hear-fay tefkimony of fome ingenious Gentle- 
man deceafed againft the fuppos'd Editors and 
Interpolators, who were very obnoxious Men, 
either long fince dead^ or fuppos'd not in a ca- 
pacity to vindicate themfelves j — a charge 
founded upon evidence, thus circumftantiated, 
brought upon the ftage at a great diftance of 
time, and recommended with an air of ajfu^ 
rance^ might have a chance to pafs without 
confiitation or contradiction. 

And thus at length comes into the world 
the pompous charge of Forgery advanced by 
3Mr. John Qldmixon j ufljer'd in with an air of 

triumph, 
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triumph, and endeavouring to enforce convi« 
Aion by dint of clamour. It has been inda- 
ftrioufly propagated abroad, as well as at home: 
it is inferced at length in the Btbliotheque J{ai' 
fonnSe des Ouvrages des Sfavans de I* EuropCy 
and cited from thence by Bp. jitterbury in his 
Vindication together with the reflexions of the 
Dutch Journalifi. 

To this I mud add the remarks of another 
Writer, Mr. Clark of HuU^ who feems to have 
improved even upon Mr. Oldmixouy from whom 
he copies, and has heightened the bitterne(s 
of his cenfure with an air of ferioufnefs and 
folemnity. In his Bjfay on Study^ publifh'd 
1 7 3 0^ he fpeaks thus : p. 2 34. ^* I need not cau* 
"tion any Gentleman againft the Hifiory of the 
" Civil War Stc. that goes under the name of 
'^the E. of Clarendon ^j fince that is now well 
"known to be fo bafely interpolated and cor- 
"rupted up and down, as not to be depend- 
^^ed upon at all; This at leaft is chargd upon 
"fome, that were entrufted with the Copy of 
"that work, upon evidence that feems far from 
"contemptible; and therefore, till that charge 
"is fubftantially anfwer'd, it muft and will, I 
"fuppofe, pafs with all reafonable people for 
" matter of h6t. 

A^ain p. 88| among other charges againft 
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the Uniyerfity of Oxfird^ he mentions the ug- 
ly crime of endeavouring to ^'corrupt the faith 
^^of hiftoryj which the fame Gentlemen, viz. 
^^the Condudors ofafamousUniverfity, have 
^^been lately Convicfted ofi upon evidence fo 
^^ clear and full, that it has not been thought 
^^fit to make any reply to it. — God forbid, 
*^Such defperate folly and wigkednefs fhpud 
^^any longer prevail in a place deftind to the 
^^ training up of Youth in Wifdom and Virtue ! 
^^If it fhou'd, the cafe of fuch, as go thither 
^^for education, will be lamentable indeed! 

'Tis not indeed a matter of much furprize 
that foreign Writers, men unacquainted with 
the true ftate of our Englijh affairs, fhould 
meafiire the evidence of truth by the boldnefs 
of the aflfertions, and accordingly form their 
reafoningsj but it may well be wonder 'd that 
th^ Gentleman, who has been commended for 
a good Reafoner upon a nice fubje<9: by a ve- 
ry worthy and learned Divine, could be lb eafi- 
ly perlwaded into the belief of a ftory in it felf 
fo improbable, and fupported by evidence fo 
very precarious and queftionable. 

If the Vnivcrfity in full Convocation had 
concerted and authorized the fraud, he cou'd 
not well have exprefsd himfelf in ftronger 
rterms. A charitable man would furely be in- 
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clin'd to fufpend his aflfent upon fo tender a 
point, and would never have appeared fo for- 
ward to aggravate a very hainous charge a- 
gainfl: perfons of high charadier, and to 
triumph in the malicious imputation. I fear 
this proceeding cannot well be otherwife ac- 
counted for, than by fuppofing him poffefs'd 
with a ftrong prejudice againflf the Hiftory of 
Lord Clarendon^ or againft the Univerfity of 
Oxford'^ and accordingly overwilling to be con- 
vinced by any evidence, that might overthrow 
it's authority, or blaft the reputation of the 
fuppofed Editors. If, what is here offered in 
fupport of the genuinenefs of the Oxford EdU 
tion, be found conciufive, 'tis to be hop'd that 
this Gentleman will now fhew an instance of 
ingenuity in acknowledging his error, and re- 
trading his groundlefs and uncharitable re- 
flexions. 

What other writers have either implicitly be- 
lieved or itiduftrioufly propagated this Scandal, 
I have not yet learnt: but this I muft obferve 
on the prefent occafion, that when ingenious 
Authors, whofe works are like to fall into ma- 
ny hands, publifti fuch bold falfehoods under 
the ndtion of fads proved without contradi- 
dion, it behoveth thofe, who are furnifh- 
?d with^ proper materials, to undeceive the 

woyld, 
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world, and confute the ill-natared mifrepre- 
fentations. 

And now, upon a review of what has hi- 
therto been offered, it appears that all prefum" 
ptions ftand in our favour — and that we are 
fairly in pajfeffion of the Right, which we a(- 
fert, and fhall be reputed fo, 'till the Plaintiff 
makes good his claim. 

I now proceed to enter into the merits of 
the Canfe, and to examine the Charge lately 
advanced againft the genuineness of Lord T/a- 
rendons hiftory. 

An hainous Charge of Forgery has been pre- 
iented to the world , aflerted with unufual 
tonfidence, and aggravated with the moft in- 
jurious reflexions. If indeed it had been di- 
redled againfl: the proper Parties concerned, 
and foon after the time of Publication, at a 
time mod; proper for clearing up any difficulty 
on this head, the Difpute would have been 
fbon ended ; and the jfpeedy convidion of the 
falfe accufer would have expofed the wicked- 
nefs and folly of the accufation. But, being 
now delay'd fo many years, and at length, 
whether by miftake or defign, fix'd upon wrong 
Parties, it comes with the advantage of a fur^ 
pri%e on our apprehenfions, deceiving weak 
niinds into a belief of the ftrange Story ^ and 

puts 



puts us under no fmall difficulty to confute^ 
what at the fame time wc are fully perfwaded 
is improbable, and falfe. For a long time, be- 
tween twenty and thirty years, amidli a variety 
of Perfbns fufficiently prejudic d againft the 
work, no Critick appear'd fo fagacious as to dif- 
cover the fraud, no Hifiorian fb daring in the 
caufe of Truth, as to publilh it to the world. 
This work was referv d for that Angular Author, 
whofe charge I now proceed to confider. 

'Tis pretended that fome wonderful difco- 
veries have been lately made : an occurrence, 
fo aftonifliing, fo important, muft of courfe 
excite our curiofity, and raife our expedla- 
tion J 

Slmd diffium tanto feret hie Promt jfor hiatuf 
We are naturally led to enquire into every cir- 
cumftance of a fsL& Co remarkable, — who aie 
the Parties accusd ? — - what was the time in 
which the fupposd difcovery was made ? — by 
whom was it made > — apd to rvhom was it com- 
municated ? ~ at what time was it publijb^d to 
the world? — and by whom? — The confide- 
ration of thefe circumftances takes in the e;xa- 
mination of the whole Evidence, by which the 
Charge is fupported. I fhall fpeak to each of 
thefe particulars briefly, and in their refpedive 

order. 
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As for the Parties accufed^ it feems they 
could be no other than Clergymen. For (as 
we ar^ informed in the preface to the Hiftory 
of the Stuarts) " it appears at firft fight that 
*^ Thofe, who direcJled thofe alterations, were 
^^ zealous for the Laudean Hierarchy, and the 
*^ honours and emoluments thereunto belong- 
^^ing, in which no Lay-hznA could have la- 
"boured fo much." And in particular we find 
three fpecified, three fucceflively Deans of 
Chrift-Church^ jlldrich^ Atterhury^ Smaldridge. 
Confiderable perfons indeed ! fo very unlike- 
ly to be confederate in fuch a Scandalous frauds 
that their very names carry fufficient weight 
to confute the calumny, whidi they confront. 
Nor can any one, without a very great degree 
of prejudice and credulity, imagine th?m en- 
gaged in interpolating a MS. which had at 
different times been perus'd by foveral diffe- 
rent perfons J or, in other words, endeavour- 
ing to impofe a fraud upon the World, which 
woud in all likely hood be foon deteBed; and, 
to render the difcovery ftill more eafy, em- 
ploying another perfon in the execution of the 
defign. Were then the abilities of thefo three 
Gentlemen fo mean, as to need ar^ aflGlftance? 
— or, if any was at all neceffary, was their 
Judgment fp weak as to fix upon fuch a perfon, 

as 



as is here fuppos'd? Yet, it feems, they were 
pitch'd upon as fit perfons to fuftain this hai- 
nous imputation, being fuppos'd utterly inca- 
pable of vindicating themfelves ; and there- 
fore fuch as might be abus'd with fafety, yield- 
ing to their Accufers an eafy triumph without 
oppofition. 

Dean jildrich has now been dead above 
twenty years : Dean Smaldridge above eleven ; 
and Dean Atterhury^ the Surviver, was thought 
as good as dead, as to all parpofes of anfwer- 
ing, and confuting the Charge : And near thit^ 
ty years have pafs'd, fince the fuppos'd com- 
niiffion of the fa6t alledgd. In thefe circum- 
fiances much room is given to the boldnefs of 
any Accufer, by reafon of the difficulty of dis- 
proving a ftory, even the moft improbable one, 
at fuch a diftance of time : and the very delay* 
ing the Charge, which ought to render it very 
fufpicious, was at the fame time the moft like- 
ly means to gain it more credit. 

But it happens that Bp. Atterbury has difap- 
pointed the expedation of his adverfary. He 
liv'd to publiih a Vindication of himfel^ and 
the other Parties concern d j and, tho* he died 
foon after, yet I am perfwaded he had out^ 
livd the belief of fuch an idle improbable fto- 
ry. His teftimony is full and decifive> as to 

his 
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his own perfonal concern* and he aflerts the 
innocency of his intimate friend and fucceflbr, 
Dean Smaldridge. And all, that were conver- 
fant with thofe perfons about thirty years ago, 
and knew any thing of condu<9:ing the work 
at the Oxford-Vtcfsy know alfb how highly im- 
probable it was for either of them, (as well 
on account of their necelTary avocations, and 
full employment on their hands in their re^ 
fpedive Stations, as fome other fpecial rea- 
ibns, which might be affign'd) in their circum- 
fiances of life, at that time, to be any way con- 
cern'd in the carrying on this impofture. 

The other Party, Titzn Aldrich^ wasconfef- 
fedly employed in revifing the MSi and con- 
dudiing the Edition of the Hiftory in the Ox-^ 
ford-VreCs. But furely there is need of a much 
Stronger proof, than a mere affertion to in- 
duce any one to believe him guilty of an adion, 
fo inconfiftent with his known charader and 
reputation for uncommon candor, moderation, 
and integrity : and in particular, that he ftiou d 
be guilty of it in the nianner alledg'd, needs a 
very weighty and extraordinary proof, a proof 
of his infatuation^ as well as iniquity. For what 
Icfs can it be thought, that this ingenious, 
learned, and judicious man. Governor of the 
moft confiderable College, intrufted with a 
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moft important fecret^ without any apparent 
reafon, (hould betray it to a Toung man un- 
der his Government, and moreover to employ 
Him in carrying on a notorious fraud ? a per- 
fbn, not endear'd to him by private friendfhip, 
or good behaviour, or Party intereft, or any 
other account ; but on the contrary, the moft 
unlikely perfon to be concern d in fuch a plot 
or any other affair, in which the reputation 
of his Governor was affeiSted. — Cou'd Dean 
Aldrich do this? — if he cou'd, let him bear 
the imputation of being a fod^ as well as a 
knave y an imputation incredible to all that 
were ever acquainted with his Perfon or Cha* 
racfter ! So that, with regard to the firjl arti- 
cle of enquiry, the charge either of malice or 
ignorance will be retorted upon the Accufer^ 
who appears to have diredied his accufation 
againft two Perfbns entirely unconcern d in the 
matter, and the third fo uncapable of being 
concern'd, efpecially in the manner alledg'd, 
that, what is aflerted of him, can never be 
credited without doing violence to the com- 
mon rules of moral Evidence. 

With regard to the fecond particular, viz. 
the time when this fuppos'd difcovery was firft 
made — this was in June 171 o, above feven 
years after the commiffion of the facft. Now,- 
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that fo many years fhou d pafs without any 
difcov6ry, when people were forward enough 
to cavil and take advantage of every circum- 
ftance which might tend to difcredit the Hi- 
ftory — when fo many perfbns were concern d 
in the Management of the impofture, — and 
when, befides them. Lord Clarendons family^ 
and many others, who had perus'd the MS. 
muft have been let into the fecret, — that 
fuch a fraud for fb long a tim^ fhou'd be con- 
ceal'd — thefe are conliderations fufficient to 
ftagger our belief, and come attended with 
difficulties, which cannot be clear d up or ac- 
counted for. 

But the degrees of improbability ftill rife 
Mgher^ when we confider the Perfony f uppos'd 
to have made the firft difcovery, or the Per^ 
Jon to whom it was made, Mr. Edm. Smith of 
Oxford^ Author of Phtedra and Hippolytusy a 
tragedy, and George Ducket Efquire, a Gentle- 
man of diftindion, both for merit and Qua- 
lity. 

The Reader will excufe me if in the pre- 
fent cafe I mention fome particulars concern- 
ing Mr. Smithy which Bp. Jtterhury thro' great 
tendernefs and candor omitted. A pompous 
Account of his Life written by Mr. Oldifworth 
is prefix d to the tragedy of Phadra and Hip- 
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folytus — by which we fee what fine things on6 
man of parts can fay of another : I am far 
firom difparaging thofe excellent talents, which 
are fo defervedly praisd ; I wilh they had been 
employed to better purpofes. His charad:er is 
ftill frefh in the memory of his contempora- 
ries and companions in Oxford: and perhaps 
'tis as needlefs to inform any in that place that 
he was an immoral man in fbme points, as it 
wou'd be to inform the world that he was an 
ingenious Writer. He was^ and is ftill com- 
monly known by the name of Captain J^^, 
diftinguifhd by a circumftance/ which does no 
credit to his character, inafmuch as the affe- 
<3:ation of a rakifh flovenly appearance in drefs, 
implies a contempt of decency — at the fame 
time, the gaiety of his Wit, and fome good 
focial qualities renderd him much carefs'd 
by all the boon Companions ; he cou'd not 
well ad: in fecret, or live unknown, or play 
the part of an Hypocrite; he feldom dif- 
fembled his own vices j and even intempe- 
rance muft have often made him fincere. 
They, who knew him moft intimately, be- 
lieve it fcarce pofEble for him to be at all con- 
cerned in the affair; being perfwaded from 
many occurrences that he never faw the Hi- 
ilory before the publication; and that he is 
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gtofsly abus'd by this reprefentation of the fto- 
rys at leaft he cou'd not but know that it was 
not lefs impoflible for Dean Atterhury to have 
any hand in the affair, than it was for him to 
be employ 'd by Dean Aldrich. For was he in 
any degree of confidence with Dean Aldrich ? 
So far from it, that no notice appears to have 
been taken of him but fiich as was to his dif* 
credit. His repeated irregularities provok'd 
the cenfures of his mild Governor. Indeed 
in the latter part of the year 1703, it was re- 
mark'd as fomething very fingular in his be- 
haviour that he fhew'd an occafional confor* 
mity to his College-rules, which by way of ri- 
dicule he caird whitening himfelf; but this ap- 
pearance of regularity lafted but for a little 
while, as it fprung from an aukard ambition, 
the hope of obtaining the Cenfbrlhip of the 
College. But in the ele(3:ion of CoUege-Offi- 
cers he was rejeded with fhame 5 He was uni- 
verfally judg d unworthy to prefide over the 
behaviour of others, who himfelf gave fb fcan- 
dalous an example. And Mr. Foulkes^ his ju- 
nior was nominated to that office Dec. 24.. 
1703. 

Thefe are fads well known by his con- 
temporaries in Oxfird; and fbme of the moft 
notorious ones aiShially now ftand upon re- 
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cord*. And it is to be remarked, that Mr. 
Smithy efpecially fince he was difappointed of 
the Cenfbrihip in his return made reprifals op* 
on the Deauy and frequently abus'd his wit in 
vilifying and ridiculing the man, by whom be 
thought himfelf injur d. As for the Corre- 
fpondence that pafs'd between them, it was 
not that oi friends fiich as is ridiculoufly fup- 
pos'd by Mr. Oldmix$n\ but rather fuch as 
pafles between ^d^e and Criminal. Is it then 
morally pofSble, that the Dean fhou'd make a 
Confidant of a Man diftinguifh'd by the marks 
of his di^hafure f Cou d he leave his repota- 
tion at the mercy of a man, who delighted to 
expofe him ? or cou'd Mr. Smithy thus exafpe* 
rated and prompted to revenge, conceal this 



a Dec. 14. 1^94. 
Ds. Smith was admoniih'd for habitual irregularities in Order to 
his Expnlfidn. 

Apr. 24. 1700.^ 
. The Dean and Chapter declar*d the Place of Mr. Smith Toid^ be 
haying been conviAed of riotous Misbehaviour in the Hoa(e of 
Mr. cole an Apothecary j but it was referr'd to the Dean whe% and 
upon i9hm CXcafion, that Sentence Ihonld be pat in Execation. 

Dec. 20. 1705. 
At the Inftance of all the Canons the Sentence of Estpnlfion 
againft Mr. Smith declared Apr. 24. 1700, was put in ExecuticHi. 
* Rep. toBp.><^cr6. p. 1 5. 
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important fecret for fo long a time, without 
any apparent reafon of fuch fecrecy i and un- 
der the ftrongeft temptations to make the dif^ 
covery? — for it may be here obfery'd that 
with regard to Party interefl:, he was far from 
being attach'd to that Caufe^ for the fupporc 
of which we are told this hiftory was pub- 
lifh'd : he rather bore a denomination different 
from that of his Governor, and was rather in- 
din'd to the oppofite Party, by whom he was 
moft carefs'd. So that, if perfonal pre juices 
or Party-regards have any inflaence in fuch 
cafes, he wou d (urely have enjoy'd the oppor* 
tunity of expoling the Man, whom he hated, 
and have triamph'd in a difcovery fb meri- 
torious in the Ey^s of Mr. Ducket and his 
friends. 

Let us then draw thefe particulars into one 
point of view, that we may the better judge of 
the confiftency or inconfiftency of Mr. Smith's 
evidence. He is then fuppos'd to have artful- 
ly conceald for the (pace of /even yearsj what 
he was prompted both by inclination, and in- 
tereft to divulge very foon — to be entrufted 
with a curious fecret, and the management of 
a cheat by the Many with whom it was mo- 
rally impoflSble he fliou d be any way at all 
concern d — in fliort, to have made a difcovery 
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of an affair, of which he has prov'd himfcif 
entirely ignorant. 

But further, the improbability of the charge 
will ftill more fully appear from the confidera* * 
tion of the next article of enquiry, which re- 
peats the Per/on of difiinBion both fir merit and 
Sluality^ to whom the fuppos'd difcovfery was 
firft made by Mr. Smith. This without con- 
tradidiion is allow'd to be George Ducket Efq,-, 
lately one of the Commiffioners of the Ex- 
cife. The death of this Gentleman, which 
has happend fince the firfl: drawing up of 
thefe papers, has prevented a perfbnal addrefs 
which was intended : yet the prefent cafe re- 
quires that fomething fhou'd be mention d of 
him. And, if the voice of common fame or 
Hearfay-teftimony be admitted, I may venture 
to fay, that he was as zealous to promote the 
intereft of his party, as he cou d fuppoft the 
three fucceffive Deans to be in any oppojite 
Scheme ; and had as ftrong motives to invent 
the whole Story, as they had to attempt the 
contrivance of a fraud fo dangerous and diffi- 
cult in the execution. Be this as it will, yet 
in contradidlion to what is aflerted by Mr. Old- 
mixofiy 'tis certain and evident, that this wor- 
thy Gentleman, who did communicate to him 
the difcovery, was never ready to atteft the 

truth, 



[+y ] 

truth, and defend the aflertions in his Letter. 
Neither Bp. Atterburys publick Vindication^ 
neither private application of friends, nor Mr. 
Oldmixons importunity cou d provoke or per- 
fwade him to do this Ad of Juftice. We are 
not here indeed told of any death-bed repen- 
tance and ConfefEon ; but he has been through- 
ly convided of the falfehood of this report, 
which he dar d not to defend, and was afham'd 
to retradl. The imputation of difingenuity and 
cowardice will reft on his memory, of having 
mifreprefented the dead, and impos'd on the 
Living; while he enjoy'd the bafe pleafure of 
doing mifchief in difguife, without either a- 
vowing or retracing his aflertions. — But re- 
flexions of this kind I leave to the angry, and 
difappointed Mr. John Oldmixon. 

But further, the lingular manner^ in which 
this Gentleman was con vine d into the fudden 
belief of a Story fo improbable, in the next 
place demands our animadveriion* The bare 
afertion of Mr. Smithy and the fight of a print- 
ed Copy, fcord and underlind in many places, 
producd this marvellous effeca. To receive 
conviAion from fuch evidence, and fo fudden-^ 
ly^ fhews a ftrong leaven of prejudice and cre- 
dulity. And, where there is fuch a weaknefs 

of judgment, who woud expeft fuch an A-? 
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mazing inftance oi taciturnity ? He, who ha- 
ftily believes any tale, is apt as haftily to make 
the difcovery : he is the moft unlikely man to 
keep a fecret j efpecially when intereft prompts 
him to divulge it. Here then is this Myftery 
of iniquity ! this Gentleman, fo far from be- 
ing a friend to Lord Clarendons hiftory, or the 
Oxford Editors, that he was rather inclirt'd to 
bring both into difcredit, conceal'd this im- 
portant Secret for the fpace of about twenty 
years — is this morally poffible ? — 

Let us now hear what Mr. Oldmixon fays on 
this point in his reply to Bp. Atterhury^ p. 8, 
he tells us that the "Gentleman, who gave 
"the information, thought not of it, till he 
"had read the Preface to Clarendon and Whit-^ 
^Uock compared ; that very Gentleman, who, 
"by Mr. Smith's diredion, had gone a great 
"way in diftinguifhing the genuine from the 
^^alter'd paflages, which took up near one hun- 
"dred fheets of paper, and are forth-coming" 
p. 14. Moreover the manner^ in which the dif^ 
covery was publifli'd, renders the whole ftory 
very queftionable and fufpicious. For how 
came it into the world? not with the undifl 
guis'd plainnefs and opennefs ©f an avow'd 
truth, fupported by the authority of any known 

voucher, but rather with an air of fecrecy and 
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guilty like fbme mifchievous ealumnyy which 
fhuns the light, being communicated as it wert 
by the by'inz letter, pretended to be written 
by an anonymous Correfpondent. Can we ima- 
gine fuch a proceeding to fpring from the ge- 
nerous motive of undeceiving the world in a 
point, wherein they all along had been fcan- 
daloufly imposed npon? were this fo, the 
worthy gentleman woud not be alham'd to 
juftify his reprefentation by the authority of 
his name. But he feems influenc d by other 
motives, abufing the privilege of his conceal- 
ment and fecurity to the doing mifchief more 
effeiiually, and enjoying in fecret the prefum'd 
fuccefs of the flander, which he had taken fuf* 
ficicnt care to divulge, by communicating it 
to Such a Correfpondent ; who now comes un- 
der confideration in the next article of enqui- 
ry, viz. Who was the Publijher of this difco^ 
very ? 

Be it known then, that this is the Author 
of the fecret hifiory of Europe — the Author of 
Whitlock and Clarendon compard — the Author 
of the hifiory of the Stuarts-- the Author of feve- 
ral namelefs tra(3:s, and pamphlets too nume^ 
rous to be here recited — the undaunted Mr. 
y. Oldmixon ; in the recital of thefe titles he has 
recorded his own praifes : and from hence the 
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Reader may judge of the Candor of this Cri« 
^ck, and the veracity of this Hiftorian. 

Perhaps fbme perfbns, being thus inform'd, 
may be apt to ftop fhort in their enquiries, 
and contemptnoufly difregard fuch a report, 
as coming from a credulous deluded tale-bear- 
er$ and indeed his example might be alledg d 
to juftify this kind of treatment. — But, be* 
fides that there needs fome better warrant than 
his behaviour to authorize fuch a proceeding, 
it muft be obferv'd, that an aflertion of a mat- 
ter offaB demands an impartial examination, 
and has a right to be fairly confuted. I ihall 
therefore proceed to a brief and diftindl: con- 
fideration of the evidence, by which the charge 
is fupported, with fome remarks on the fevc- 
ral material qircumftances. 

The Oxford Editors are accus'd of interpola-' 
tingy of making additions and alterations in 
Lord Clarendons hiftory of the Rebellion. How 
then is the charge prov'd ? — firft by an hear* 
fay evidence from a perfon fuperior to all Suf 
pictony and too iUuftrions to be nanid without 
leave^ fecondly, by an appeal to a certain ho-- 
nour able perfon — thirdly, by an appeal to a cer- 
tain l^v. DoBor then living — fourthly, by an 
appeal to a Gentleman of diftinUion both for me^ 
rtp and quality. 

Concern* 
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Concerning this fort of Evidence it muft be 
in general obferv'd, that fome-body htdeter'^' 
minate in this cafe is to all intents and pur- 
pofes the fame as no^body. The authority of 
the aflertion depends upon the charaBer of the 
aflertors. Where thefe are unknown^ there can 
be no judging of the former. An Argument, 
which might convince Mr. Oldmixon might well 
be thought trifling by a better reafbner : We 
are all this while in a ftate of uncertainty, 
difputing in the dark : the Refpondent is un- 
der a difficulty how to form a proper Anfwer 
to his unknown Objedlor. But, on the other 
hand, we may truly fay that the Opponent has 
prov'd nothing ; and, by concealing his Perfony 
has conceal'd the force of his Argument. In 
the mean while Mr. Oldmixons bare alTertion 
mufl: not pafs for a proof: we mufl: call upon 
him to produce his Vouchers or to retrad his 
allegations. 

But now what fays the firfi Evidence ? Why, 
*^this illuftrious Perfon informed Mr. Oldmixon^ 
^^(and he thinks well inform d him) that the 
c^charaders of the Kings, whofe reigns are 
*^ written, were different from what they ap- 
**pear to be in the Oxford hiftory, and his 
<*Copy, Mr. EchardsJ* Now perhaps Mr. Old- 
piixon has been too hafty in apprehending the 
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meaning of the(e words, and foy has mifre* 
prefented this iUufirious P erf on. The chara- 
d:ers &c. were different &c. how > in the opi- 
nion of this illuftrious perfon they were diffe- 
rent from what they ough to be ; fo that this 
objection affeifls the jufinefs and impartiality 
of the Hiftory, and not it's genuinenefs. — But, 
if they muft be taken in Mr. Oldmixons fenfe, 
I demand to know what can be inferred from 
fuch premifes ? — Nothing, but what is built 
upon a prior fuppofition, viz. that all informa- 
tions received from fuch perfons are neceflari- 
ly true. But, what if this Perfon has mifin- 
firmed him ? or what if fome other illuflriotts 
Perfon cou'd inform him of the contrary > In 
either of thefe Cafes, which are not imagina- 
ry, but real ones, the allegation is difprov'd. 

Let us now proceed to the fecond Evidence -^ 
a certain honourable Perfon — what does he at 
fert? it feems, he is to determine ** whether 
"there is not to his knowledge fuch an hifto- 
«ry in MS. ftill extant/* By MS. he muft un- 
derftand that which is interpolated; if any other 
be meant, the Appeal is quite impertinent. 
Now if this be ftill extant to his knowledge, 
the Gentleman woud do well to clear up this 
point, and direcSt us to the means of convi- 
d:ion : in the mean time, till we are favoured 
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With fuch fittgular intelligence^ we mufl: dif- 
mils this allegation as aiferting — - juft no- 
thing. 

But what does the third Evidence alledge > 
^*This Rev. Do(2:or, now living, is to tell him 
"if he did not fee the Oxford Copy, by which 
'* the Book- was printed, altered, and interpo- 
"lated while it was in the Prefs." If there be 
any afTertion contained in this Appeal, it is in- 
deed a round one, viz. that there is a living 
Eye-mtnefs of the fad here charged — and he 
is not to be nam*d — fo very fcrapulous and 
tender a Writer is Mr. Oldmixon^ he who (p. 8.) 
affures us "that no confideratiori of danger 
"ftom Scandalum Magnatum fhou d hinder him 
"from difcovering the fraud, had he been in- 
"fbrm'd of it."— Or is the Rev. DoBor too /7- 
lujirious to be nam'd without leave? Let me 
then inform yit.John Oldmixonj that another 
Rev. Dr. ^Thomas Terry ^ Canon of Chrifi-Church 
in Oxford^ now living, who was Corrector of 
the Prefs to the firft Edition of this Hiftory, will 

« In my preface I have advertis'd the Reader, that as a large 
extrafi from thefe Papers was publifli*d about ix years ago in the 
U^eikfy MifceUany^ in which fome appeals and addrefTes were made 
to the perfons then living, ( bat who are fince dead ) I now re- 
pablifh the fame without making alteration in that refpe£l, lea- 
ving him to make allowance for this circumftance : and this re- 
miaik he is here defir'd to apply to other cafes of like kind. 
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aflert the contradidory propofition, viz. that 
it was ""not: alter d or interpolated while it was 
in the Prefs. 

I come now to the fourth Evidence j the Gen-^ 
tleman of tUftin^ion both for merit and quality. 
As his name was concealed, his veracity was 
in lefs danger of being call'd in queftion. But 
from many circumftances it plainly appears 
that he is the fame perfon^ who wrote the 
Anonymous Letter of difcovery. I fliall there- 
fore confider the contents of this Letter^ as 
the whole Evidence, efteeming whatever we 
find befides, as a mere gratis diBum^ or as an 
unwarrantable glofs and comment of his Cor- 
refpondent. 

^'This Gentleman then afferts that Mr. Ed- 
^^mund Smithy June 1710, made him a vifit at 
^^ . . . and ftaid there till he died about fix 
** weeks after: that he frankly told him that 
*nhe Hiftory publifli'd under Clarendons name 
^^was only Patch- work, and might as properly 
"be caird the hiftory of Aldrich^ Smaldridge^ 
"and jitter bury-, for to his knowledge it was 
" alter d; nay, that he himfelf was employ d 
"by them to interpolate, and alter the Origi- 
"nal — that he woud convince him of the 



a See y^fmdix — Dr. Tirry's tcftimony recited by Dr. G. Clark^ 
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'^^ truth of his aflcrtions by the printed Copy. 
^^He then turn d to the charader o£ Hambden^ 
^^ and declar d that thefe expreffions, he had a 
^^ head to contrive ^ a heart to conceive^ and a hand 
^^to execute any viUany^ were foifted in by the 
*^ Reverends — that he not only underlined this 
*^ paffage, as a Forgery, but gave the fame re- 
**mark to a hundred more." 

This Evidence is indeed of a different kind 
from the former j here is a ftory, with it's par- 
ticular circumftances, related, and the Author 
of it exprefsly narrid: We have here a dire<3; 
affertion of Mr. Smithy that the hiftory was aU 
tefd — his confeffion, — that he himfelf was 
employed as an inftrument by the Condudiors 
of the Forgery — moreover we have the poof 
before us, by which the Letter-writer was con- 
vinc'd of the truth of his affertion, viz. ano- 
ther affertion, that a very remarkable paffage 
was in particular foifted in by them, which, 
with many others of like nature, he diftin- 
guilh'd by underlining them. 

This hear Jay teftimony, thus reported twen- 
ty years after the death of it's Author, is the 
foundation of this moft hainous charge. The 
only certain voucher is this anonymous Letter. 
The Writer of it is indeed well-known j it's 

evidence has been admitted, and in part con- 
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fidered* It v^sls Mv. Ducket^s bufinefs to have 
appear'd in it's defence^ or to have retracted 
it. Bat, by doing neither of thefe, he has de- 
ferted his Caufe, and his friend, and invali- 
dated his own evidence. 

As to what we meet with befdes this, men- 
tioned by Mr.Oldmixon^ in his Preface or Body erf 
his hiftory, for this he is perfonably anfwerable; 
thefe affertions muft be reckon d merely hu 
own till he is pleas'd to produce his vouchers. 
He cannot infer them from the Letter ^ if he 
does, there will be more found in the condl^ 
fion than in the premifes. He indeed feeins 
fomewhat aware of this inconvenience ; and 
accoirdingly in his Preface, where he recites 
the Letter, he immediately fubjoins, that ^tW 
^thrs information diSer d a little from his for- 
^^ nier, mention d in the Body of his Book, yet 
^^in the main it confirms it/* Both informa- 
tions are prefum'd to come from the fame Per- 
son, whether mediately or immediately, by 
word of mouth or Letter, the Prefacer beft 
knows. But this I do aver, that the Letter 
will not jullify or confirm the affertions laid 
down in the former. At firft fight there ap- 
pears a material difference between them. 
And, if that Gentleman of worth and honour 
did in his firmer information embelliih his fto- 
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ry with fuch extraordinary circumftances, as 
are here reprefented by Mr. Oldmixoriy I muft 
oblerve that in this Letter he has in no wife 
avow'd them. He mentions indeed Mr. Smith's 
fearing or underlining feveral paflages : but 
what is to be inferr'd from hence ? — every of* 
frnfive or every excellent paffage might equally 
be diftinguifh'd by this mark : and who cou'd 
with certainty diftinguifh Mr. Smithes hand in 
this operation from any other ? But Mr. Old* 
mixon (fuch is his Critical fagacity) does not 
diftinguifh between merely fearing or underU-^ 
ningy and interlining or interpolating the text, 
he confounds thefe ideas^ and then proceeds 
upon this blunder to heighten the accufation. 
Accordingly in the next breath, he (ays, "thefe 
^^alterations with Mr. Smith's own hand are to 
*'bc feen by any one that knows it." Again, 
(not to mention fome circumftances which he 
feems to have added by way of decoration to 
his improbable ftory) the Letter-writer limply 
and plainly mentions Mr. Smith continuing at 
his houfe till he died, about fix weeks after : 
But Mr. Oldmixan largely improves upon the 
faft, and roundly aflerts his death-bed repent* 
ance^ his confejjian of the forgery and remorfi 
exprefs^d in his lajl wards to the Gentleman in 
whofe houfe he died. Thefe are circumftances 
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of Solemnity artfully fuperadded to gain cre- 
dit to Mr. Smiths evidence. By thefe the jim^ 
fierdam Journalift was chiefly indued to pay 
any regard to the Itory. And theje are much 
infifted on by a ^Jmall writer, as being of the 
greatelt weight to counterbalance Bp. Atter- 
burys aflertions. Circumftances fb ferviceable 
to the prefent purppfe, if they had really any 
foundation, wou d never have been omitted by 
this very officious communicative Letter-writer. 
I fhall therefore, till fome proof appears to 
the contrary, confider them as invented by 
Mr. Oldmixon to ferVe a prefent turn ,• efpc- 
cially, fince I have been informed by fome of 
Mr, Smith^s friends, that his death was fudden 
and unexpe(3:ed ; occafion'd by a quadruple 
potion of Phyfick taken by miftake, which pur- 
ging him violently carried him off in the fpace 
of a day or two. His death-bed confeffion 
therefore appears lefs probable, as he was not 
apprehenjive of his danger. Moreover I have 
heard that his death happened in the abfence 
of Mr. Ducket. But on this circumftance, and 
others of like kind it wou'd be needlefs to in- 
lift, while we proceed by plain and direB proof 
to fhew the falfehood of the Allegation, with 

« Free Briton. 
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regard td the particular claufe in the Charader 
ofyiX.Hnmbden. 

In the firft place then it is to be ob- 
fbrv'd that this interpolated claufe contains in 
it a miftake ; not indeed a very material one^ 
yet fuch as woud much moire probably be 
committed by the Hijloriah himfelf^ in the 
courfe of fo long a work attending more to 
the propriety of the Application than exad- 
nefs in the citation, than by Mir. Smithy or the 
J{everend interpolators^ who are fuppos'd to 
have deliberately fbifted them in. If Mr. Z)ar- 
ktt cou d *err in citing the words of the Hifto- 
rian, which for a fpecial reafoh he was con- 
cern d to quote exadly, I hbpe the fame al« 
lowance may be made fot a (light miftake of 
Lord Clarendon in a pbint of little moment. 
'Tis very eafy to conceive, that our noble Au- 
thor, citing ex memoria a paffage from a Claf- 
Ileal Writer, to illuftrate his fentiment of the 
Perfon whom he charaderis'd, might remem- 
ber the notion^ and at the fame tinle forget 
thp name of the Perfon, to whoni it was ap- 
plied. And indeed, as he did not publifti his 
own work, he may be fuppofed to be left nice 
and accurate about fuch circumftances. And 
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on this foot we may account for fereral inac- 
curacies of like kind, which, upon a more ex- 
' z€t view, which the publication of his work fe- 
quir d, him (elf doubtlefs wou d have difcover 4 
and red:ified. But it is highly improbable that 
this miftake was committed by the fuppos'd 
ihterpolators : they were perfons remarkably 
converfant in Claffical learning : they, as they 
attended to one point of view, fupervifing 
one anothers performances, cou'd not well be. 
guilty of fuch an inaccuracy as to miltake Cin-^ 
na for Cataline: For the words, of which the 
interpolated claufe is a paraphrafe, occur in 
Tally s third oration againft Catalinei where 
he thus defcribes that Rebel, Erat iUi conjilium 
ad f acinus aptum; conjilio autem neque lingua 
neque manus deerat. Now what a pity is it but 
that our profound Critick had a flock of Claf* 
fical reading equal to his fagacity? Had he 
been as converfant in TuUys orations, as he 
appears to be with the modern arts of flander 
and fecret hiftory, how greedily wou'd he have 
embrac d the occaiion of expofing fuch a pal- 
pable blunder in the Hiftorian, whom he la- 
bour 'd to difcredit ; perhaps fuch a triumph 
over Lord Clarendons Ignorance might have 
diverted his bufy wit from the invidious and 
dangerous accufation of his Editors^ 

But 
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But fecondly^ as it was improbable that they 
fliou d either induftrioufly or ignorantly infert 
a blunder, fo it is moreover certain that in 
fadfc they did not: for this very controverted 
flaufe, is now to be ftcn in Lord Clarendon's 
own hand-writing, in a fmaller work contain- 
ing the hiftory of his Lije^ and from which he^ 
tranfcrib'd the moft confiderable part into his 
Hiftory of the J^ebeBion. He there gives Mn 
Hambdenz charadier in thefe words, "He had 
<«a heade to contrive, a tounge to perfwade, 
^and a hand to execute any mifchieve : and his 
^^death appeared to be a greate deliverance to 
^' the Nation." 'Tis further obfervable that tlie 
ilLatin words from Tully are cited here, and 
applied to Mr. Hambden with this paraphrafe 
of them, without mentioning the name of Cin^ 
nay as in the printed Edition p. 22^. "^ 

But thirdly^ what is ftill more diredily to 
the purpofe, I muft inform the Reader that 
contrary to the cxpedlation of the Objedors, 
it happens that there are ftill extant fbme 



« A Sheet or two of this MS. in which the pafiage above-dted 
occurrs, was fome time ago cxpofed to publick view for the fa- 
tisfa£lionofany carious Enquirer, in the ^M^^tfii Library, during 
the fpace of one year. This I have perufed, and from thence 
tranfcribcd the words. - 
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Parts, and as I am informed, the feven firft 
Books of this Hiftoiy of the Rebellion, written 
by the Earls own handy in which this contro- . 
verted claufe is contain *d : Mr. Hambdens cha- 
radler is there given in the very fame words, 
which appear in the printed hiftory. This MS 
19 at prefent in the pofleffion of Mr. J^dcliffe 
of Bartlets buildings in Holbourny who was one 
of the Executors of the laft * Earl of Clarendon. 
To this the importunate enquirer is referred 
for the fatisfadion of his Curiofity. Many 
Ferfons of difl:in(3:ion have been favour'd with 
the fight of it; among whom I have heard men* 
tiond the Lord Chancellor ^ngy the Speaker 
of the houfe of Commons,Dr.G^(?rg^ Clarke &c. 
Thefe are direB plain proofs of the genuine, 
nefs of the controverted paflage, and carry an 
irrefragable confutation of the falfehood pub- 
lifli'd by Mr, Oldmixon. At this cfiftance of 
time it might reafonably be expeded that we 
might be deftitute of any fuch kind of proof^ 
and be confind to probable arguments, and 
moral evidences of the fadt : and equitable En- 
quirers might be fatisfied with thefe; but by 
Mr. Oldmixofis friends this wou'd never be 
thought fufficient : if then ftridl dired proof 



4 Advertifeincm prefixed to the laft Edition of tbe Hiftory. 
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hf demanded, we hejre fhew them where it may 
be had. Men, who will disbelieve teftimony, 
and cavil at argument, will now I hope be con- 
vine d by ocular demonftration. 

And now methinks I have done (bmething, 
for which Mr. Oldmixon has promised me his 
"fincere thanks, having fet him right where 
**he was wrong." He has indeed prov'd that 
there is a forgery fomewhere : but on rvhom will 
the imputation reft? not on the three Rev, 
Dodlors, (ucceffively Deans of Chrift-Church. 
This I have prov d : let Mr. Oldmixon anfwer 
for bimfelf and Correjpondent. In the mean 
while, if I were to deal with him in his own 
way, and allow myfelf that liberty of conje- 
diuring and furmiiing, which he on all occa- 
fions takes, from the circumftances attending 
the management of his Charge, I fhou'd be 
led to fufped; a defign laid to blaft the credit 
of Lord (7^r^ii^'s Hiftory; and that to this 
end thefe meafures were previoufly concerted 
between the CommiJJioner and ColleSor of the 
Excife. I may venture at leaft to fay that 
there appears far greater probability, that thefe 
two Gentlemen flioa'd be concerned in this 
fcheme, than that the three Deans (hou'd be 
guilty of the forgery laid to their charge. Let 
the following Circumftances then be confix 

der'd^ 
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der d, and from thence wc may coUed: what 
grounds there dre for this fufpicioA. 

The Hiftory of the Rebellion had m fad? 
given much offence : it was iiteconcileably op- 
pofite to Mr. Oldmixons fcheme: and there- 
fore it's authority was at all hazards to be de^ 
molifh'd : let us here remark the procefs : ac- 
cordingly the firft attempt was to cavil againff 
the aflertions, which cou d not fairly be dif- 
prov d : and therefore Mr. Oldmixon pubhfh'd 
his Critical hijlory ; and then tiis Clarenden and 
lf1)itlock compwrd. ^ But ftill Lord Clarendons 
credit fubfifted, and triumphed ovele this weak 
pppofition. There then remain'd one com- 
pendious and .decifiVe Scheme, viz to deny 
the gefiuineneji oi the Oxford Edition. This, 
by fixing the. chat^et of fojjgery oti the ^drtvrfj 
4eftroy'd the au€hdff ity of the hiftory, wiinoot 
^ritring appn'aji h^ai*dous ittadk oh the re- 
piltation of the noble Author. , But, fihce this 
muft of courfe appear very Arrange and fur- 
prii^ing, there ihouVl be the fhew of fome par^ 
ticalar proof brought to fupport the allega- 
tion. Here i&deed lay the great di'fficulty ^ 
but on the other hand, circum dances were not 
wanting which might give fome hope of fuc- 
ceft. The confiderable diftance of time allow'd 

room iot fiHion^ aod made it more difEcuIt to 
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come at the means of difproving 5 and the very 
ioldnefs of the Accufation^ in a cafe not very 
plain, had a better chance to be admitted for 
evidence. 

Under fuch encouragements as thefe we 
may fuppofe the attempt refolv d on : in the 
next place it w'as eafy to be imagin d on rvhat 
quarter Lord Clarendons hiftory was to be at- 
tack'd. It feems the facred chara(3:er of Mr. 
Hambden was vilified ; the claufe, containing 
iiich fevere reflexions, ought to be expung'd ; 
and accordingly was marked out for a palpable 
interpolation. For Mr. Oldmixon^ by a lucky 
cottjed;ure, happen'd to hit upon this blot 
with regard to Mr. Hambden s charader, 
^* twelve or thirteen years after Mr. Smith's 
^Meath, as he tells us *p. 6. without ever ha- 
*^ving heard a Syllable of the pradice that 
^^had been made upon it. Twas certain that 
*^Coin fo bafe and faUe cou'd o,nly come from 
^ a College mint." And accordingly the Chrifi-^ 
Church men, whom he had before fufpe<9:ed to 
have affix d the Title to the Book, were thought 
the fitteft perfons to be pitch'd upon for the 
Editors^ — and among them, the three fuccef- 
five Deansy as being the mofl: confiderable 
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in?n, were mark'd out* for the guilty parties; 
— and the evidence of a moll ingenious Chrtfi^ 
Church man muft be preftim'd to have great 
weight in fuch a cafe ; — and this, by a lucky 
Accident, was offered — for the ingenious Mr. 
Edmund Smithy a gentleman, it feems, in great 
fronfidence with his Qovernor Dean Mdricbj 
'at leaft ^^fo as to make a Song for him, or 
*^take a glafs with him, which they both lov'd, 
^'and coud not well live in a College fo long 
^^ together without fuch confidence at leaft as 
^*this is* — this Gentleman, who muft be let 
into the knowledge and management of all th^ 
fecrets of the College, happen d to live ^ 
Mr. Duckets houfc about fix weeks, where he 
died Jufie 171 o. What difcovpries might not 
hp m^de ia the private converfatipn of fuch 
friends ? — wjiat evidence might not be al- 
ledg d from a perfon dead about twenty year^ 
before ? — what circi)mftance« might not be af* 
fix'd to give an air of (blemnity to the reprc- 
fentation ? — and all this might be done with 
Jecurityy while the Author of the report lay 
cpnceald and unhtown. Such we may fuppofe 
tp J^ave been the motives^ fuch the methads of 
fonduifling this defign. Upon which I fhall 
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only further remark, that the Cotnmiiffioner 
and CoUe(Si:or, by reprefenting Mr. Smith fo 
very ignorant of the affair as not to know 
the Perfons who really conduded the Editioq, 
have in the event betray'd their ortm igno- 
rance. For Mr. Smith cou d not but know 
that Dr. jitterbury and Dr. Smaldridge^ who 
had then left Oxford^ were in no wife concerned 
in the affair. But Mr. Oldmixons corrcfpon- 
dent did not know this ; however, by know* 
ing the Author of an excellent tragedy'^ he 
thought he knew enough to ferve his purpofe. 
And thus, while he here introduces Mr. Smith 
aflerting a fad:, which muft be contrary to his 
knowledge, he has eventually rais'd up an Evi- 
dence againft himfel^ and fufficiently juftlfied 
the Sufpicion of a concerted fraud, — But, if 
this be not the cafe, and Mr. Otdmixon was no 
ways concerned in any fcheme of this kind, (as 
indeed he in his Reply to Oxontenjis very an- 
grily difclaims the imputation) then the charge 
of forgery refts upon his- friend, the Gentle-^ 
man of diJlinSion and merits with regard to 
what is contained in the Anonymous Letter : 
for every other aflertion Mr. Oldmixon himfelf 
frauds chargeable ; as well as for his credulity 
and folly in fo haftily receiving and publifhing 
to the World fuch an idle improbable ftory. 

I am 



I am fenfible my reflexions on this hetd 
have unawares been drawn out into too great 
a length; and I have rea(bn to beg the Rea- 
der s pardon for engaging his attention fb 
long in the difquifition of (b many mintrte 
particulars; efpecially fince Bp. jitter bury •$ Vin- 
dication may be thought to have already Ef- 
ficiently confuted the Calumny. Concerning 
this performance, which came out fo unex- 
peded, to the aftonifhment and confufion ef 
bis Accufer, we may remark in general, that 
it has had it's jufl: efied:, and given fatisft- 
^ion to the publick. The Amjhrdam Jcnit- 
nalift has hereupon done the Bifhop juiSitoe) 
and calid upon his Accufer either to make 
good, or retrad his allegations. But a Paper, 
foming from foch an hand, written with focb 
a fpirit of faperiority and force of Reafbfi, 
with the good Manners of a Gentlemap, ts 
well as the Charity of a Chriftian, mufl: of 
couiie. provoke the cenfures and cavils of fome 
people, who feem refolvd to be difpleas'd 
with every evidence brought to fupport the 
credit of Lord Clarendons hiftory. According- 
ly this has given occafion to two notable per- 
formances, the one in the Fr^^ Britmj Dec,9. 
173 1, modeftly and properly enough entitled 
l^exions on Bp. Atterburys Vindicatim ; and 

the 
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the other^ after long delays pablifh'd by that 
voluminous Pamphleteer, Mr. J. Oldmixon^ ve- 
ry improperly call'd a I^eplyy fince it is chiefly 
a tedious digref&on into other matters^ and) 
infliead of confuting^ proves rather a vindica- 
tian of Bp. Atterbury. 

. If either of thefe Papers contained any nen 
Obje^ons, or any mvo proof in fupport of the 
former allegations, I fhou*d think myfelf ob- 
liged to enter into a diftind examination of 
them. But, fince this is not the cafe, it may 
be fufEcient to difmifs them both with thefe 
general remarks: that the one hath left the 
matter juft as he found it; and the other has 
made it much worje. The former, without ac- 
quainting himfelf with the cafe, -pleafes him* 
felf with difplaying his' eloquence upon a new 
and curious fubjed:, and amufing his Reader 
for pne week with a plaufible harangue \ hke 
fome common Pleader, who is retained in fe« 
vera! caufes, and, without ftudying his Briefi^ 
or examining the real merits of each caufe, 
thinks himfelf oblig'd to talk off hand, and 
make no fmall noi(e for the fatisi&dlion of his 
Client* And accordingly in this Difpute, which 
relates to a matter of faB, he deals in general 
affcxtiom founded upon mere pojjihilitiesy and 
frecarious fuppojitions ; and offers only fuch ge- 

neral 
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neral eTCeptions and cavils againft Bp. Attn* 
burys Teftimony, as muft, if admitted to have 
any weight, overthrow aU evidence of this 
kind whatfbever. 

As for the latter^ he appears a difappoint- 
ed, difcontented Author, not infenfibleof his 
miftakes, But hardened againft Convidion; 
unable to make out any one point in difpote, 
yet rcfolv d to write on, and, if I may be al- 
lowed to ufc the words of a Satyr ical Poet on 
this occafion, 

Plungd fir his fenfe^ yet fiund no bottom 
therey ' 

Then rvrit^ and flounder d on in mere dej* 
pair. 
Hence that variety of inconfiftencies, and con» 
tradii3:ions, mifreprefentations, blunders, idle 
goffiping ftories, fliifting the quellion in di(^ 
pute, wrong conclufions, aiid noify challenges, 
and Rich pitiful evafions, as plainly betray the 
weaknefs of the caufe^ as well as the diftrefs 
and difingenuity of the Manager. 

Concerning both thefe Writers 'tis further 
obfervable, that they are difpos'd to be very 
angry with the Oxford men, whom Mr. IVaU 
finghamy the more candid and ingenuous of 
the two, calls Monksy Pedants^ and Party Bi- 
gops J they grow warm in the flow of their 

elo^ 



eloquence, clamorous in their expoftulations, 
and importunate in their demands, ^^ Gentle- 
women produce the MS. or all the world will 
** think you guilty of the forgery. — What bc- 
^becamc of the original MS? Whence fo much 
**care to fupprefs the Original ? — there was 
*o always a loud complaint — Bp. Sprat and 
^ Dean Aldrich were fufpedted of the foul im- ^ 
wopofture in the E. of l^pchejiers life time".^ — 
ThefQ challenges, queries, and aflertions, as 
far as they haye the force of an Argument, 
are founded upon this prefumption, viz. that 
the omiffion in the Oxford men to give that 
iatisfadlion to enquiries, which they might and 
ought, and which every one hereafter has a 
right to demand, implies a tacit confeffion of 
their guilt. Accordingly the Oxford Editors, 
by not producing the MS, and by not anfrver^ 
ing the objedions, rais'd againft the genuine* 
nefs of the Edition, are indiredly prov'd guil- 
ty of what is laid to their charge. 

It might be expedied that fomething (hou'd 
be offer d in Anfwer to thefe noify Objedions. 
And the Anfwer is very fliort and plain, viz. 
that the fupp option J upon which they are made, 
is cntirdy falje. It is forfooth taken for grant- 
ed that the Oxford men had the revtfal and 
pojft£ion of the Original MS : but this was not 

the 
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the cafe : in fadt they were no further con- 
cern d than in the Prefs-work : They had in- 
deed the benefit of the Copy, or the profits 
arifing from the edition poblifhd at their ex- 
pence; but they never hzd poffejfion of the MSy 
as will be hereafter more diftincSly prov'd. 
Now what unreafonable men are the Obje- 
(3;or$? they demand a thing impojjible^ and 
then fbrfooth are angry^ becaufe they arc not 
gratified in fuch demands. If indeed they were 
reafonable enquirers into the truth of the fa A, 
they wou d depart contented with the only 
true anfwer which cou*d be given, and fiidh, 
^ they themfelves mult have knoivn to be 
true, if they had* any Candour or Patience in 
receiving information. 

But we muft beg leave to expoftulate with 
the ObjeAors upon the prefent point — They 
are pleas'd to interpret the omiffion on our 
part to fatisfy fome people's complaints and 
fufpicions, as a tacit confeflion of guilt. Here 
dgain they beg the queftion which they ought 
to prove : for where was the Accufation which 
rendered fuch a vindication necejfaryi At pre* 
fent we may fay, with Y^^. Atterbury^ that it 
comes too late^ unlefs better fupported ; and 
the very delay renders the whole management 
juftly fufpeded. 'Tis to be obferv'd, that in 

gene- 
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general an Argument, drawn from the filenoe 
of a Party, has but an uncertain precariour 
force : and in the prefent cafe, to render it 
<;oncluiive, the Objedlors ought firft to prove 
that their Objedtjons were offer d to the pub^ 
lijciy fo as not to efcape the notice of the Par- 
ty — that they were fuch as defervd his notice 

— that they were proposed in proper time and 
manner — Thefe circumftances are more efpe- 
jCially neceffary, when perfbns oi high ftation 
and honour are the parties concerned. Accord- 
ingly, in the prefent cafe, we may demand of 
them whether, before the late boafted difco- 
yery, any charge of this kind was ever pub^ 
UJbd to the world > and by whom ? whether 
any appeal of this kind was ever made to the 
Noble Editor? — or to his Afliftants, Bp. Sprat 
and Dean Jldrich ? ~ or to the Clarendon fa- 
mily fince > — and at a time^ when the affair 
cou d have been eafily clear 'd up — before any 
accident had deftroy'd the means of con vi(9:ion? 

— and in a proper manner^ fuch as deferv'd a 

fatisfadory Anfwer > And, with regard to the 

^niverjity of Oxford^ or xhtfuppos^d Editors — 

what allegations were ever publiftid to the 

world againft them^ fo as to render a publick 

vindication neceffary ? The Objedors ought 

firft to give, us fatisfa^ion in thefe points. 

In 
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In the mean time, 'till this is done, they ought 
not to interpret our filence in fuch circanl- 
ftances, as a tacit Confeffion of Guilt. — - But 
we find it is eafy for fanguine men to fan- 
cy thofe notions, which prevail in the narroHr 
circle of their Acquaintance, to be the gene* 
ral fenfe of the people ; they add an air of 
dignity and importance to their private (iif- 
picions and conjedures, by imagining that they 
are become the publick concern.— 'Tis alfo eafy 
to date the time of the fuppos'd difcovery as 
Jar back as is thought moft ferviceable to their 
purpofe — and to affix fuch circumjiancesy as 
perhaps cannot be difprov'd at this diftance 
of time by any man living. — They may thus 
deceive themfelves, and impofe upon the cre^ 
dulity of weak prejudiced men. But He, who 
wou'd overthrow the authority of a work, fb 
worthy of the great name which it bears, pub* 
lifli'd by Perfons of Eminence and Integrity, 
muft bring fome dired: Proof and weighty E- 
vidence to fupport the aftoniftiing Charge of 
Forgery. Otherwife the Prefumption will ftand 
in favour of the reputed Author; but upon the 
Objedior will redound the (hame of being de- 
feated in an ungenerous, bafe attempt. 

But perhaps it may be ftill urg d, that, tho* 
this particular (lander oiJAt.Oldmixon has been 
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dcteAedj and confuted, — tho* the ObjeiSions 
with regard to fome particular controverted 
paflage have been removed, yet ftill the World 
is not quite iatisfied about the genuinenefs of 
the Edition — many doubts and fcrupks ftill 
fubfift, which ought to be clear'd up — hereaf- 
ter perhaps other obje(3:ions may arife, and be 
manag'd with better fuccefs — and the very 
calling it in quejiion is fuch a bold ftep, as can- 
not well be accounted for but upon a fuppofi- 
tion that there were (omt grounds of fufpicion. 
In reply to what is here fuggefted it may be 
in general remarked, that objections of fuch 
zxkindireSj indeterminate ^zxaxk^ hare prefum^ 
ptions and fuppofitions ofpoffibilities^ do not af- 
fed: the main point in the prefent debate 
which is a matter offaBi And with regard to 
what is expeded from Us we perceive that 
it is a very difficult task to give fatisfadion, 
where men are refblv'd to cavil> be the cafe 
never fo clear. While there are preju£cd men, 
difpos'd to be angry with this hiftory, 'tis not 
to be expedled, but that all manner of exce- 
ptions will be taken ; doubts and fcruples will 
be rais'd, and much weight will be given to 
every random Conjecfture, bold furmife, and 
plaufible objedion j and every precarious hear* 
fay teftimony will be admitted as an Argument 

B fuffi- 
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fufficient to juftify their private Sufpicions. Bat 
all this while nothing certain can be inferred 
from hence^ -^ but a great unwillingnefs in fbme 
people to receive as authentick, what they are 
inclin d to diflike: and as great a willingnefs 
to lay hold of any means, which may over- 
throw it's authority. And upon this footing, 
if our judgment is to be governed by caprice, 
I know not how the credit of any hiftory can 
be maintained. 

As for the grounds of fuch doubts and con- 
jectures, as far as they have appeared in pub* 
lickj they have been confider'd and confuted: 
and when-ever any new objed:ions appear, a 
proper Anfwer will not be wanting. In the 
mean time I will venture to fay, that what we 
have hitherto feen has proceeded upon fome 
Jlander or miftake^ occafion d by the ill defign 
or ignorance of prejudiced men ; and that 
there were really no grounds which cou d juftify 
the charge alledg'd. 

It may here be replied, if this was the cafe, 
how is it poffible that fo many people fhou'd 
be led into fuch a wrong perfwafion ? 

The Anfwering this objection gives me oc- 
cafion to enquire into the Grounds^ and trace 
out the footfteps and progrefs of this error, 
and from thence to point out the moft pro^ 

babh 
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haiie way of accounting for the proceeding. 

It appears by ^een Ann% letter of Licence, 
prefix d to the hiftory, that it was printed at 
the expence of the Univerfity of Oxford ^^ and 
that the fole right of the Copy was veiled in the 
Univerfity. And theTypoGRAPHEUM Cla- 
RENDONiANUM is a ftahding monument and 
proof^that they in fa<3: enjoy'd the profits arifing 
from the publication. Dt.Jyliffe^ in his hifto- 
ry of the Univerfity, among many other falfe 
reports, has alfo publifh'd this^ viz. that the 
Copy was as a Legacy bequeathed to them by 
the E. of Clarendon himfelf And many have 
been mifled into the belief of this Story. 

We have here before us the moft probable 
occafion of the miftakes about this affair. Here 
are certain faUs ; but from theife wrong con- 
clufions were drawn : Hafty men, impatient of 
further enquiries, were immediately led into 
that notion, which was pofitively aflerted by 
Dr. Ayliffe j that the MS itfelf was given to 
the Univerfity \ that, as they appeared to be 
thus entitled to the profits arifing from the 
publication, they were alfo of courfe entrnfted 
with the mfiody of the MJ, and management of 
the Edition. Accordingly a notion prevailed a- 
mong many in the Univerfity, that the MS was 
fomewhere depofited in the Bodleian Library. 

E 2 In 
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In purfuance of this notion enquiries were oj^ 
ten made, and a fight of it has been often de- 
manded: and true it is, that no fatisfadlory 
anfwer was to be obtain'd from that quarter. 
The Library-keepers, it feems, pretended to 
know nothing at all of the matter ; and re- 
ferred them to the Earl ofl^ocheftery as the fit- 
teft perfon to fatisfy them in this affair. Ac* 
cordingly it happened that the Enquirers went 
off* diflatisfied and offended at the difappoint- 
ment; but, being ftill perfwaded that theJMS 
muft be fomewhere in the Librarian's cuftody, 
began immediately to fufpei3: that there muft 
be fome fhul play in the management of the 
Edition ; and that there muft be fome private 
reafons for the not producing the MS. Suf^ 
picions were foon multiplied, and differently 
fafliion'd and aggravated according to the dif- 
ferent fagacity and prejudices of the Enqui- 
rer; and every circumftance took a peculiar 
turn in the application, and was improved to 
add an air of probability to the bold conje- 
&UTC. I know that fuch notions as thefe did 
fbmetime prevail; and I own that, among 
other Young men in the Univerfity, I have 
liften'd to fuch ftories, and have been led to 
make fuch enquiries, and draw fuch conda- 
fions. It was alfo reported and believ'd bf 

many 
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many young people that the Preface and De- 
dications were written by Dr. Delaune; I know 
not upon what grounds ^ but that his name, as 
Fice^ Chancellor of the Univerfity, is fet to the 
imprimatur prefixed to the two lafl: Volumes ; 
and that in the Queens ^Letter of Licence He 
is mention d, as reprefenting in the name of 
the Univerfity the great expence of the Im- 
preflion, and praying that the fole right of 
printing the Copy for the term of fourteen 
years might be vefted in them. Many Per- 
fbns, now living in the Univerfity, remember 
that this report met with credit among feveral 
of the Young Scholars. And indeed there was 
icarce any extravagant conjedure about the 
matter, but what has in it's turn been admit* 
ted by fbme Party or other. When I now look 
back upon the various and inconfiftent fiories> 
which have in their turns prevail'd, I find rea- 
ibn to be lefs furpriz'd at the belief of Mn 
Oldmixons tale: but at the fame time I can-r 
not but wonder at the weaknefs of men of 
fenfe, that they Ihoud be drawn into fuch an 
hady afTent upon fuch infufficient grounds. I 
cannot pretend to recount all the odd fur- 
mifes and conje&ures form'd about this mat- 
ter. They in different perfons were perhaps as 
different as their complexions » and according- 
ly 
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ly inter polathns might be thought as nume- 
rous, as were the paffages with which they 
were difpleasd. 'Tis fufficient to my prefent 
purpofe to remark that opinions, ^o Various, 
abfurd, and inconfident, cannot well be ac- 
counted for, but on a fuppofition of a total 
ignorance of the true ftate of the affair; and 
by the event it appears that this was far 
firom being generally known. Yet inquifitive 
Men, not willing to appear ignorant of the 
affair, took the liberty in fuch circumftances 
of framing different conjedures and furmifes 
according to their feveral complexions. A 
fondnefs for Novelty and ftrong prejudices 
fupplied the want of evidence, and ft ruck out 
fbme notices beft fuited to their peculiar ho* 
mour and caprice. But as often as Light has 
been let in upon this affair, all Cavils ami 
Doubts have vanifh'd, and have appear'd as 
groundlefs, as they were injurious: The pro- 
pagators of them became afham'd of their 
qiiftakes, and wonderd at their own credu- 
lity. Thus, to illuftrate the point by a fami- 
liar inftance, when difturbances are rais'd*ia, 
the night by waggifh or ill-defigning Men, the 
whole Neighbourhood is alarm'd with the ap- 
prehenfion of unknown dangers i the darkneft 
]jeighteij8 th? gonfufioa; Numbers join in the. 
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noife, who know not the caufe of the tamnlt 5 
till at length Day-light coming on difcovers 
the general Error ; and then all Parties begin 
induftrioufly to diflemble the fhame of their 
caufelefs fears, and the (hare they bore in the 
common uproar. 

I think I have pointed out the moft proba^ 
ble occafion of the various conjed:ures, doubts> 
and blunders about this point : and I hope 
that what has been ofier'd will be thought a 
fufficient anfwer to objedions hitherto ad- 
vanc'd, and may obviate and preclude others 
of like nature for the future. And, 

Having thus clear d my way,I proceed further, 
for the fatisfa(3;ion of the reafonable Enquirer, 
to give a plain and brief Narrative of the whole 
affair, as far as by the mod diligent fearch I 
have been able to come to the knowledge of it. 

The Reader cannot but obferve that, at fuch 
a diftance of time, 'tis much more difficult to 
prove the Truth, than to* confute the Falfe- 
hood : and therefore fuch prefumptions fhou'd 
be readily admitted in our favour, which are 
allow'd in cafes of like nature. Accordingly 
we might fairly plead that long and quiet pBf- 
fejjion of a point, liable to be difputed, car- 
ries with it a fuppofition of a good l^ght and 

Title. A litigious Adverfary may indeed di- 

Jirefs 



[So] 

firefs the lawful PoiTeflbrr but a claim, ftand- 
ing upon no better foot than the difirefs of 
the Defendant, ought to be rejei3:ed with in- 
dignation. And with regard to the nature of 
the proof, an equitable Judge will not infift 
on a kind of evidence, which he knows it is 
impoffible to produce ; but will be guided by 
the beft light, which the cafe under conflde- 
ration admits; and accordingly, where direS 
proof cannot be had, the faireft probability 
muft take place. Now I defire that the con- 
fideration of thefe circumllances may be ap- 
plied to the prefent cafe. Above fixty years 
have now pafs'd fince the nn-iting; and a- 
bout thirty fince the publication of this hi- 
ftory. In fuch a fpace of time it might pro- 
bably happen that all Parties, any way con- 
cerned, might be deadi and that no living 
witnefs of the facft cou'd be produced. The 
Original MS, or other evidences, neceflary 
on fuch occafion, might perhaps, after the 
publication of the Work, be difregarded^ as of 
little ufe : or, if preferv'd as valuable, might 
thro' inadvertency be mijlaid^ or by fome Ac- 
cident might be defiroyd. I am fure the Sup- 
pofltion of fuch a lofs in the prefent cafe 
has heighten'd the popular clamour, and add* 
cd confidence to the Objeiftors. The Reader 

here 
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here cannot but obfenre the difficulty of bring- 
ing a direB legal proof of fach a dijlant mat- 
ter of fai3: ; and that if fuch terms were al- 
ways reqair'd^ few books wou'd be admitted 
for genuine: the confideration therefore of this 
difficulty will be thought an excufe for the im- 
perfection of the Account which I here offer. 

Tis to be fuppos'd that the E. of Clarendon 
was many years engag'd in compiling this hi- 
itory of the Rebellion. It appears from inter- 
nal evidences that this work was begun in K. 
Charles I. time. For thus our Author begins 
his narration, ^^King James died leaving the 
^King that now is engag'd in a War with Spain: 
and at the opening of the 9th Book we learn, 
that the work was firft undertaken with the 
^ Kings approbation, and by his encourage- 
^ment;" and particularly that many important 
points were trdnfmitted to the Author by 
^the King's immediate dire<f^ion and order, 
^ even after he was in the hands and power of 
^< the Enemy, out of his own Memorials and 
•^Journals. 

In another place we are told not only 
vhen^ but rvhere this work was begun; and 
that was in the Ifle of Jerfey. *^The Prince 
<<of Wales was arriv'd from thence at Varn 
^*by the 17th of Aug. 1^4^, as appears by his 
^ «^Let- 
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*^* Letter to the Marquis of Ormonde and 4lic 
<^^ Queen s Letter to recall the Chancellor of 

*' the Exchequer from that Ifland, bears date 
*^ about the middle of May 1648. fo that he 
*'had here near one and twenty month's lei- 
*^fure to employ in preparing his hiftory. 
"That his defign was foon known, I argue 
"from the Marquis of ""Ormonds letter to him 
"of the 17th oi Aug. id4d, in which he kindly 
** invites him into Ireland^ where he protnifes 
** him he fhou'd have what retirednefs he pleas d. 
^'However that were, upoij the Lord CapiH 
"waiting upon the King at Hampton Court in 
^^i6/^7y his "^Majefty writes to the ChanceQw 
^^ thanking him for undertaking the worl^ he 
" was upon ; and telling him that he might 
**expe(3: fpeedily to receive fome contribup(on 
"from him towards it". f3c. I tranfcribe thefe 
paragraphs from the ingenious and judicious {au- 
thor of Clarendon and Whitlock farther compafd 
In the Epiftle Dedi<:atory of his Anfwer to 
Hohhes% Leviathan^ written in his exile and in- 
lcrib*d to K. CharlesW^ he informs "the King, 
"that this was a Work (for of this only he 
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f^cou'd be underflx)od to fpeak) at teaft tecom* 
^^ mended, if not enjoin'd to him by his blet 
^^fed Father, and approved, and in fome de- 
**gree perus'd by his Majefty/' And the No- 
ble Sons fpeak to the fame purpofe in their 
preface to the firft Vol. of his hiftory. It ap- 
pears that the Earl had finifh'd this work as 
far as he was able without " the fupply of thofe 
'^memorials and records, which were fit to be 
^* enquired into," before the date of this EpifUe 
Dedicatory from Moulins 1671. 

I have had occafion to mention another 
work of like kind, but fmaller fize, previous 
to this hiftory of the Rebellion : entitled the 
Hijlory of his life. This is dated from Mont^ 
felier^ in the fecond year of his banifhment : 
the account is carried down to the year i6/^Sy 
with the materials for the two following years 
laid down, but not drawn up in form. In this 
work are the principal charadiers of the great 
men engag d on both fides, and among thefe 
that of Mr. Hambden^ written in the Earl's 
ifrvn band. ^ 

I beg leave to mention this work, inafmuch 
as the fubjed:-matter of it coincides with that^ 
which we have at prefent under confideration« 
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As the Author was interefted and empIoy*d in 
the management of publick a^irs, and was 
always an accurate Obferver of what pafs'd, 
the hiftory of his Life may in fome meafure 
contain the hiftory of the Times ^ and accord- 
ly this may in fome meafure be the hiftory of 
the l{ebeUion ; and probably fo much of it, as 
relates to that fubjed;, is tranfcrib'd into that 
larger work. And as I am informed, at the 
bottom of fome pages, references are made 
to the pages of the Hiftory of the J{ebeBion^ 
where the infertions were to be made. We 
have reafbn to value this MS : and the ufe of 
it has been (een in the prefent difpute, as it 
proves the genuinenefs of that controverted 
claufe in the charadier of Mr. Hambden : and 
the like ufe may perhaps again be made of it, 
if hereafter any difpute of the like kind {hQu*d 
arife. 'Tis an allowd method of fettling fiich 
controverfies, to compare an Author with hinh 
felf and bring the parallel paffages into one 
point of view J fo that, if one paffage be dmbt- 
fully or obfcurely exprefs'd, the meaning of it 
may be interpreted and determined by thofe 
other paffages, where he has exprefs'd himfelf 
more fUIly and clearly on the fame point. And, 
if a queftion be made whether fuch a particular 
afTertion was agreeable to his fentiment, the 

point 
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point IS made clear by producing parallel places, 
where the fame notion is uniformly aflerted. 

This internal proof appears throughout the 
whole Hiftory of my Lord Clarendon. The ju^ 
dicious and impartial Reader muft fee that the 
fame Author wrote the Wholes and that the 
Whole is perfedly agreeable to the Senti- 
ments, the Condud: and Character of the r^- 
puted Author, as far as we know any thing of 
him from Hiftory or Tradition. This Unifor- 
mity is remarkably viiible in relation to the 
controverted pafTage upon Mr. Hambden; for 
the Hiftorian has given that Gentleman the 
very fame chara<9:er, tho' in other words, in 
many places, as the Reader may eafily find by 
the diredion of the Index. The feveral places 
were coUeded together, and inferted in the 
C OUR ANT, a little while after Mr. Oldmixon 
publifhed his Objediions. 

The hiftory of the J^bellion^ -like other 
works of fo great a length, muft be fuppofed^ 
before the finifhing ftroke, to have undergone 
various modifications, repeated alterations and 
frequent tranfcribings. It was written partly 
with the Earl's own hand, partly by feveral 
Amanuenfesy occafionally and fucceffively em- 
ployed; and, as I have heard, among others, 
hi9 Sons were aMant to him in this capacity. 

The 
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The Work was at length compleated, and re- 
vised by the Early and then tranfcrib'd by his 
Secretary Mr. Shaw. 

The Early dying foon afterwards, by his 
Will gave his two Sons jointly all his Papers 
of what kind foever. * And accordingly 

In the year i6ifj the MS appears to have 
been in the hands of Henrys the Earl's eldeft 
Son> then nominated Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land. In this year he left it to be perus'd by 
Arch-Bp. Sancrofiy who gave him a note of his 
hand, acknowledging the receipt ^^ of this MS, 
^^ entitled the Hiftory of the J^bellion &c. writ- 
^^ten it feems in the fame hand, and confift« 
<^ing of about 92 quires (fix (heets to the qaire) 
<'of about 2200 pages, withal obliging himfelf 
<^and heirs fic^. fafely to deliver the faid MS 
*^to the faid Henry or Lawrence his brother, 
*Hhen Lord High Treafurer of England.'* We 
may obferve here, feveral minute circumftan- 
ces, by which the MS. is defcrib'd, which 
might be of ufe to prove it's identity to thofe, 
who had feen it. We may further obferve, 
that the Title of the MS. is the fame with the 
printed Copy, and therefore proves the falfe^ 
hood of the infinuation that it was affix'd by 
the Chrifi-Church men. 

« See the Eairs J^ io the Appeadix. 
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Is appears moreover from a memorandum at 
the foot of this note (which upon reftoring 
the MS. to the Brothers was given back tp 
him again) that the Arcli-Bifhop lent the MS. 
to be perus'd by Dr. Turner ^ Bp. of Ely. This 
note came into the hands of Dr. Tanner^ Bp: 
of St. ^faphj by whom a tranfcript of it was 
communicated to me. 

The MS. was alfb communicated to Sir fohn 
Nicholas. And fometime before the publica- 
tion we find it was in the hands of Dr. Sprat 
Bp. of l^chejler^ and Dean of IVeftmtnfter. 
Here it is to be remark'd, that, while it was 
in his hands, many other perfons were fuccefl 
lively admitted to the fight and perufal of it : 
for the Bifhop usd frequently to fend for fome 
of the xx^^^t ^ingS' Scholars^ and employ'd them 
in reading over the MS. to him. 

Mr. Oldniixon is pleas'd to refled: upon the 
levity of the Bifliop in this inftance as being 
fb communicative "as to let fo many, evea 
•«fome of the Boys of Weftminfler School, fee 
<^it, or an authentick tranfcript of it;" and 
withal adds, "by the fame token fome of then* 
^^tranfcrib'd it again, by the command of their 
« Matter, for the ufe of the Prefs, as the Lads 
^anderftood it.*" What ufe he can make of 
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this difcovery to (erve his purpofe 1 canoot 
fee : Bat I can t help obferving that this very 
circumilance, which he feems to ridicule, may 
be improved into an argument Ihewing the 
improbability of the fuppofition, that the Edi* 
tors (hoa'd lb (bon venture upon the foul pra- 
ctices charg'd upon them. For thefe i^ngx- 
Scholars were far from being (uch inconfidera- 
ble perfons, as he wou'd reprefent them. Tis 
well known they generally were perfons of 
competent learning, acutenefs, and age* well 
enough qualified to diftinguiQi any remarkable 
interpolations or alterations, if any fuch were 
at that time made in the MS. or, if any wei:e 
afterward made, when the work appear'd in 
print, they probably wou'd not have efcaped 
their obfervation. I have the happinels of 
being well acquainted with one Gentleman^ a 
perfbn of publick Charadier in our Univerfity^ 
who among others then at fchool, has attend* 
ed the Bp. of I^chefter at his feat at Bromley 
in I^nt on this occafion, and there read over 
to him a confiderable part of the MS. —a Gen- 
tleman, not lefs diltinguifh'd by his reputation 
for probity, than unenvied eminence in his 
Faculty, whom even to hint at without doe 
praife, to a grateftil mind, wou'd be an ex- 
ercife of felf-denial. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Oldmixon tells us ^^that the MS., was 
"feen by a vaft number of principal perfbns 
««of the Party; and that K, Williarns Queen 
^^Mary had alfo the Curiofity, and faw it be- 
^^fore it pafs'd thro' other hands/* I know 
not upon what authority he aflerts thefe fadls ; 
yet I am fo far from denying his aflertions, 
that I think them highly probable. And I 
make no doubt but that many Ferfons of ad« 
vanc'd age and ftations in life, may be able to 
trace out the delivery of the MS. to feveral 
^^A^r confiderable perfons of thofe times; and, 
in proportion to thu circum dance, the con- 
clufion, which I am about to draw, will re- 
ceive additional force. For as this Work, thus 
recommended by the great name of it's Au- 
thor, might with good reafbn excite the cu- 
riofity of the Learned and Ingenious, and, as 
the Pofleffors of the MS. appear to have been 
publick-fpirited communicative Men, 'tis high- 
ly probable that many other perfons alfo were 
favoured with the perufal. And upon this fiip- 
pofition I infer, that it is highly improbable^ 
that, in fo (inall a diftance of time, the Edi- 
tors, men remarkable for their good fenfe and 
probity, wou*d prefume to make alterations in 
a work, which had been perus'd by fo many 
confiderable perfons; foxne of whom might be 
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then alive ; and others^ if dead, might have 
left behind them fome extrads, preferv d ei- 
ther in writing, or in the memory of their 
friends. Surely the reputation of their faga^ 
cityy if not their honejiy^ might have (ccur*d 
them from the unaccountable imputation of 
being engaged in a difhoneft attempt, attend* 
ed with apparent danger of a difcovery. 
' It cannot be expeded but that in a work 
on fo nice a fubjed:, of (6 great a length, and 
fb many years in compiling, (as has been be- 
fore re^nark'd) fcveral parts, fhou'd for the 
greater accuracy; be retouch d, and tranfcrib'd 
over and over again,, before they received the 
finifhing ftroke from the Earl's pen 5 and fuch 
parts of the Hiftory, written, either by the 
Earl's own hand, or by his jimanuenfesy may 
haply be preferv dy when the compleat Copy 
is loji. And this very probably is the cafe 
with regard to thofe feven MS, books of the 
Hiftory, now in the poffeffion of Mr. i^^/i^^ 
ofBartlefs buildings in Holbourn. 

So much or rather fo littl? have I to fay 
concerning the hiftory of the MS, bejvre the 
publication. As to the reafon why this was 
fb long delay dy we find this couch'd in the 
preface— "viz- a tender regard to thofe Per- 
^^fons, whofe Anceftors are found not to have 
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«*had that part during their lives, which wou d 
^^have been more agreeable to the wifhes of 
^^ their furviving Pofterity/' But even at this 
diftance of time the noble Editors complain 
in the Dedication of the 2d Vol. that "Of* 
<^ fence was taken by thofe Perfons at fome 
** Particulars mentioned in this hiftory concern- 
^^ing fo near Relations, who woud therefore 
^'have them pafs for miftaken informations." 
I muft remark upon this circumftance, that it 
leads us into one of the chief reafons of the 
prejudice conceived againft this hiftory, which 
by degrees fo widely fpread it's infedion, and 
upon different occafions has appear d in fuch 
variety of fliapes. 

At length the two Brothers, according to 
the difcretionary power given them by their 
Fathers Will/refolv'd to publifti the MS. Laiv- 
fence E. of l^^chefter undertook the condud: of 
the affair : Accordingly the MS. was carefully 
revis d ; Bifhop Sprat at firft, and afterwards 
Dean Aldrich^ affifted in this revifal: A fair 
tranfcript was order'd to be made, and pre- 
pared for the Prefs. Bp. Sprat^ being Dean 
of Weftminftery employ d in this affair Mr. JVil- 
Ham Wcgan^Kjngs Scholar'^ and captain oiWeji- 
minfler School: He wrote out for the prefs 
the fibur or five firft Books. Mr. Low fecre- 
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tary to the Bp. of ^chefier facceeded him in 
this employment, and is fuppos'd to have fi- 
nifhed the Whole. The Copy was thus pre- 
pared for the Prefs. The Univerfity of Ox^ 
ford undertook the expence of the Publica- 
tion, and the benefit of the Copy was given 
unto them by the Earl. The fmall diftance of 
the Earl's feat at Cornbwy from Oxford gave 
eafy and frequent opportunities of intercourfe. 
Dean Aldrich often vifited the Earl on this 
occafion i and the Earl came often to Chrifi'- 
thurch : they two had the laft revifal of every 
fheet before it was printed off. 

With regard to the Earl — it was generally 
believ'd, and upon good grounds, that in con- 
ducting the whole affair he fhew'd a fcrupu* 
lous nicety, and a kind of fuperftitious exaift- 
nefss refufing to admit many reafonable altc-- 
rations propos d by his affiftants, fuch, as in 
no way affected the fenfe, but only ferv'd to 
complete the elegance and propriety of the 
language. Some amendments it was neceffa- 
ry to admit, where there appeared grofs er- 
rors in the writing, falfe fpellings, or fome 
very exceptionable improprieties in the ftile ; 
but as for other kinds of alterations he refiis'd 
to infert them, being of opinion that the in- 
telligent Reader wou'd eafily overlook thofe 
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fmallec defeats in (b excellent a Writer. Ac- 
cordingly fuch blemifhes are ftiil'to be found 
in the work ; and this rigorous pundluality of 
the Earl was often in difcourfe alledg'd by his 
Afliftants as the reafbn why they were not a- 
mended. Dr. Clarke has often heard this firom 
his intimate frieiid Dean Aldrich : others have 
heard the fame obfervation from Bp. Sprat. 
And indeed various teftimonies from Perfbns 
then living in the Univerfity might be pro- 
duc d, which plainly fhew that at that time 
they were fo'far from entertaining the fur- 
mife of interpolations^ that they were rather 
apt to blame the over-ftridl nicety obferv'd in 
the publication, which was well known to be 
fo agreeable to the Earl's chara(3:er. 

As for the other Parties fubo^dinately con* 
cern'd : -— Mr. Tho. Hearne compiled the Index : 
The nature of this employment did not lead him 
to the fight of aYiy MS. at all. Dr. Tho. Terry 
then M. A. was employed by Dean jildrich^ as 
Corredor of the Prefs. The Tranfcript^ from 
which the printed Copy was immediately ta- 
ken, was the only MS. he had the fight of 
He has afiured me, and many other Perfons^ 
that in this there were no alterations^ or intar* 
potations — that the printed Copy was faiths 
fuUy taken from this ~ that the MS. Copy was 

con* 



continually given into his hands by fmall por« 
tions — that, as fbon as a fheet was printed 
off fair, the MS. was immediately return d to 
the E. of l^chefier. That neither the Original j 
nor the Tranfcript writte;i by Mr. Wogariy and 
Mr. Lorv^ from which the hiftory was imme- 
diately printed, were ever lodg'd in any Ox^ 
ford Library, publick or private ; but that they 
were all along in the cuftody of the Noble 
Earl to whom they belong d. This is a fhort 
and plain account of the Edition at the Oxford 
Prefs. 

If here it be ask'd, which is to be efteem'd 
the true Original MS. Copy of this hiftory, I 
anfwer, that which was written by Mr. Sham^ 
fecretary to the Earl of Clarendouj and which 
was revisd by the Earl himfelf, not long be- 
fore he died. If it be demanded what is now 
Become of this MS. I muft fairly own that I 
do not certainly know. The Clarendon family, 
which has all along had the poHeflion of it, 
c^n give the beft fatisfa<9:ion in this point. 
But, if I may be allow'd to fay, that which 
upon good information I do believe to be 
true, this MS. together with many other va- 
luable things, was deftroy'd in the fire of the 
E. of J^chejhrs houfe at New Parij feveral 
years aftis;: the publication of the Efook. In- 
deed 
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deed it were to be wifh'd that it had been 
depofited in fome publick place for fecurity, 
and general fktisfadiion ; and then all thefe 
cavils and calumnies had been prevented. Bu^ 
furely neither the Univerfity of Oxfordy nor 
any other party had any right to demand this, 
and the Proprietors of the MS. never ima- 
gined there cou'd be any occajion for fuch a 
proceeding. Bat, be this as it will, I may 
venture in oppofition to Mr. Oldmixon to af- 
iert, that the Oxford men are no ways afieiS;- 
ed by the charge of forgery or of fecreting 
the MS. 

I^ in the next place, it be ask d what is 
become of the MS. Copy from which the Hi- 
ftory was immediately printed, I anfwer, that 
this is (till extant: that fome long time ago I 
was infbrm'd it was always kept at Cornbury 
houfe in the Litirarv there ; and have been 
fhown the Box, in which it was faid to be kept, 
that it is at prefent * in the hands of Dr. Clarke^ 
entrufted with him by the prefent E^ of J^ 
chefter for the fatisfa(9:ion of curious Enqui- 
rers ; that all doubts about the agreement of 
the MS. with the printed Edition may be 
clear 'd up by collating th^ two Copies. 
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But perhaps fome men will not be convinc'd 
by thefe arguments, but will ftill objed:, and 
proceed to demand what alTurance can bie gi- 
ven of the fidelity of the tranfcripty or how 
it can be prov'd that the original was not al' 
terd and interpolated. 

I canrjot but obferve here that the proof, 
demanded at this diftance of time, is fuch a 
on?, as in all probability cou*d not be pro- 
duced; and they, who made fuch a demand, 
have good grounds to prefume that it cou d 
never be anfwerd; — that, after thirty three 
years, there ftiou'd be any of the revifers or 
tranicr^bers of the MS. alive, that there ihou*d 
be any furviving witneft of the fa(9:, in which 
lip few were concerned, is to be efteemd a 
very fortunate circumftance. But they, who 
prefum*d on warjt of evidence in this re(pe<9r, 
lyill unexpededly find themfelves difappoint- 
td. For it happens that there is a Gentleman 
living, who can, from his perfonal knowlege, 
{and indeed hath ^ attefied) the genuinenefs of 
a confiderable part of this hiftory ; a Gentle- 
man, long converfant in publick bufinefs, of 
a well-known unblemifti'd charaifter, the very 
Perfon employ' d by Bp. Sprat in tranfcribing 
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the Copy fair for the Prefs: His Evidence is 
fill! and dear, and dire<3: to thQ point; it. 
needs no Comment: I leave the Reader to 
apply the force of it. 

And by this time I hope that \rhat I have 
faid on this fubjcO: will be thought fufficient 
to anfwer the moft pertinent queries. It now 
appears who were the Editors of this Hiftory: 
Not the Oxford men, but thofe, who had the 
property^ the poffejjion^ the revifal of the Ori- 
ginal MS: — thofe, who put it to the Oxford 
Prefs ; — thqfe, who wrote the Preface and 
Dedications, and gave a Solemn afTurance of 
their fidelity, — the Sons of the Noble Hifto- 
rian. If then there really were any omijjions 
any interpolations Sec. upon rvhom muft the 
charge of forgery reft ? Not upon the Oxford 
men, (as the ObjeAors wou'd hive the World 
think) but on thefc very Editors, or to fpeak 
more fliridly to the point, on Lawrence E. of 
J^chefier^ the principal party, more immediate- 
ly concerned in conduding the Edition at the 
Oxford Prefs ; or, according to Mr. Oldmixons 
interpretation, that worthy and noble Perfon 
is to be arraign d as Criminal in chief, and 
Bp. Sprat and Dean Jldrich^ as his Accomplices 
in the crime. 

}t feems then the Accufation is mifplac*d, 

and 
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and brought againft the wrong parties. It 
behoves the Accufers to account for this pro- 
ceeding : 'Tis fufficient to my purpofe to ob« 
ierve that they did this either thro* ignorance 
or ill defign ; they either were or were not 
acquainted with the ftate of this affair. If 
the latter, which is the more favourable flip- 
pofition, be admitted, ftill their condu(9: can- 
not be juftified : Where means of information 
can be procured, there ignorance is inexcufe* 
able; and their uncharitable cenfiires, in con- 
iequence of fuch ignorance, are unpardon- 
able. But, [if thele knowing men were ac- 
quainted with the ftate of the affair, and, 
contrary to their convidlion, publifh'd this 
felfehood to the World, hereby impofing on 
the ignorance and credulity of weak men in 
order to demoHfli the authority of an offen- 
five work, they are furely guilty of a crime, 
not left heinous than that charg'd on the 
fuppos'd Editors, of corrupting the faith of 
Hiflory. 

I am forry to find that Scandal againft the 
Univerfity of Oxford fhou'd be thought a fit 
topick for plaufible popular harangues; — but 
ib it was thought : And much art has been 
os'd to work up mens prejudices againft <itf* 
place in fuch a manner, as eventually to affc<a 

the 
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the credit of the hiftory. A bold attempt 
was made: the Objediors took an indecent 
liberty of difparaging what they were pleas'd to 
call the Oxford Hiftory. Under ihu notion 
it's authority was more fafely attack'd: ill- 
natur'd aggravations were propagated and re- 
ceived with applaufe, and a late pretended 
difcovery fweli'd up the evidence, and com- 
pleted the triumph. 

But after all what is the event ? the Oxford 
men, or the fupposd Editors, ftand acquitted ; 
and of a fudden the high-fwoln charge (brinks 
away from the fight : and the motly train of 
noify Cavillers, fanguine Accufers, (elfconceit- 
ed Surmifers, and^credulous Talebearers, after 
having made fuch bold advances, begin with- 
ihame to perceive their fundamental error > 
and with confufion draw off from the illcon- 
eerted charge. A general uneafinefs and ve* 
xation follows tlie difappointment ; while (bme 
perhaps refblve at all hazards to renew the 
attack J others go off quite disheartned with- 
out thoughts of any further attempt: and 
many think even fuccefs fcarce worth gaining, 
unlefs it were thro" the Oxford quarter. But 
^11 join in one common point, to fecure their 
retreat under the cover pf the Duft which 
they had artfully rais'd^ 

It 
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It is not my manner nor inclination to fight 
with ihadows, or infult the dead : however, 
before I conclude, it may nor be amifs to 
mention, what might in common jufiice ht 
demanded of Mr. Oldmixoriy as well as in vir- 
tae of his own magnificent declarations. He 
tells us in his Preface p. if. that if he is de- 
ceiv'd ^^himfelf will own it, and fincerely thank 
^^ thofe who (hall fet him right ; he has no 
^ where erred willingly or knowingly, and in 
^*cafe it [hould fb happen by mifinformation 
**or mifunderftanding he woud be fo far from 
*^ being afham'd of owning an error, that he 
^^fhoud take a pride in it as doing fervice to 
*^ Truth." But how little fhare he had of thit 
ingenuity and generofity of which he makes 
fuch a fpecious profefiion he has fully Ihewn 
in his Reply to Oxonienjis^ which I have print- 
ed in the Appendix. I ftiould have call'd up- 
on him to reconfider and retrad: what he has 
aflerted with regard to the controverted claufe, 
^^ that there is fomething fo very bafe and falfe, 
*^ that fuch coin cou d only come out of a 
^^ College Mint." How very bafe and falfe is 
this imputation } the falfe Accufer ftands con- 
vided, it behoved him to fue for pardon, and 
give fatisfadion for the injury. And fiirther 
I mufl: infift upon disfiguring the pompous 
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title page by expunging that favourite claufc 
which was of ufe to make his book more fale- 
able : " to which is prefixed fome Account of 
^^the Liberties taken with the Clarendon-hiAo^ 
**ry before it came to the Prefs, fuch Libera 
^^ties as make it doubtfull what part is Claren- 
^^dons and what not/* What a fpecious pro- 
mife of a wonderful! difcovery is here made> 
and how has he difappointed and cheated his 
Reader, having by his great pains prov'd him- 
ielf ignorant of the whole affair, yet refolv d 
to improve the opportunity of propagating a 
malicious flander ? I (hall not purfue any far- 
ther reflediions on this occafion, but fhall on- 
ly add that with regard to Thofe, by whom^ 
upon Mr. Oldmixons Authority, this flander 
has been greedily receiv'd and induftrioufly 
propagated, (as in fad: we fee it has been by 
Mr. Clark of HuUy and withal aggravated by 
bitter reflexions on the Univerfity of Oxford) 
I hope by this time Thofe gentlemen are un* 
deceived, and, by the proofs offer d, convinc'd 
of the genuinenefs of the Oxford Edition. I 
mafl: now defire them to look back upon their 
proceedings, and confider upori what infuffi-- 
cient grounds they were betray'd into the be*- 
lief of an improbable ftory. And I hope the 
rcfult of their own experience will fuggefl: to 

them 
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them a lefToa of Caution agamft prejudice and 
Credulity for the future^ and nioderate their 
cenfures of Perfons, with whofe characters 
they appear fo little acquainted. The Uni- 
verfity of Oxford has on many occafions been 
mifreprefented : many hard imputations, which 
have been receiv d and for a while credited, 
have at length been found to be as groundlefs, 
as they were injurious. What Jjas been, may 
probably be again the cafe : and therefore, if 
ever any idle ftories of the like kind ihou'd be 
rais'd, we have reafon to hope they will not 
again find fo eafy credit. CompafSon and 
Goodwill generally attend the Party injur d; 
and fome reparation is made by entertaining 
a more favourable opinion for the future. No 
good natur d confiderate man will haftily fall 
in with vulgar prejudices: but will find caufe 
to Jufpend his belief in cafes of this kind j and 
rather to think charitably, and (peak candidly 
of that venerable Body, in whofe profperity 
all publick-fpirited Perfons will efteem them- 
felves in fome meafure interefted. 

In the laft place, tho*it is not properly the 
bufinefs of thefe Papers to enter into any of- 
fenfive encomium '^either of the Hijlorian^ or 
or the Hijiory itfelfj yet, fince the credit of 
both is involvd in the difpute by thofe who 

ob- 
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objed; againft the gentdnenefs of the Work, I 
hope the Reader will pardon me if I am led 
into the like digreilion; and take occafion to 
do jaftice to the charader of the Noble Au- 
thor. 

He was confeffedly a Perfon of great abili- 
ties, which dignified every ftation : in his Po^ 
Htical capacity an able Statefman, of exempla- 
ry behaviour, at once a publick-fpirited Pa- 
triot, and a Loyal Subjeft ; ~ an experienced 
member of Parliament, long converfant in 
publick affairs ; — and a learned Lawyer, one, 
who thoroughly ftudied and underftood our ' 
Conftitution, and who had the honour to pre- 
ferve it in a critical junfture by the authority 
of his Counfels. It muft be remember'd to 
his praife, that, at the Reftoration of King 
Charles the II, when the violent men of dis- 
tent parties, for different reafons, were for- 
ward, to complement the Prince with the fa- 
crifice of their Liberties, He was the man who, 
(being then without. a rival higheft in the 
Royal favour) made that noble ftand in be- 
half of the People^ and preferv d that balanca 
of Rights and Powers, in which coilfifts the . 
diftinguifh'd happinefs of our Conftitution. I 
mention this circumftance as containing a rea- 
son, which may induce the Patrons of the 

fame 
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fame caufe to reverence the memory of that 
Statefman, to whofe wifdom and integrity 
they are indebted for the prefervation of that 
Liberty y which they know not how to ufe. 

With regard to the qualifications of an Hi- 
ftorian both moral and intelle^ualy no one of 
that age ftems to have poflefs'd them in an 
higher degree. At the fame time 1 wou'd not 
be thought to exempt the performance or the 
writer from the imputation of human failings. 
The very beft Hiftorians have their imperfe- 
<3:ions and faults. Sometimes^ thro' hafty in- 
formation taken for granted, they are led 
into miftakes about circumftances of Perfons 
and fad:s. Thus for example Arch-Bp. Abbot 
is reprefented in the I. book of this hiftory as 
immediately tranflated from the Mafterfliip of 
%)niverfity College to the Bifhoprick of Litch- 
field and Coventry without ever having been 
poffefs'd of any Benefice, or Ecclefiaftical dig- 
nity, whereas it was notorious that he was 
firft made Dean of Winchefier^ in is 99* and 
continued in that ftation till 1609. But this 
and other miftakes of like kind, will be ea- 
fily overlooked, being of fmall importance, 
and fuch, as the noble Author, if he had 
livd to publifh his own work, woud doiibt- 
lefs upon reconfideration have rediified. 

Some- 
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' Sometimes their account of tranfadions is 
IS defeBive j and thro* want of intelligence or 
attention, they are guilty ofomij/ions in points, 
which to fbme mens apprehenfions feem very 
material Accordingly fome men complain of 
this Hiftory, as not doing juJHce to the me- 
mory of feveral loyal families : and that no 
mention at all is made of many worthy Per- 
fons, who ventured their lives and fortunes in 
his Majefties Service. Thus for example with 
regard to Colonel Sandys of Omberjly in Wor- 
tejterjhire^ great-grandfather to the prefent 
Ld. Sandys^ tho' he fignaliz'd himfelf in the 
King s iervice, and maintained a Regiment at 
his own expence, yet we don't find fb much 
as his name ever mention d. And this refle. 
xion probably extends to the cafe of many 
other loyal families, whofe names ought to be 
tranfmitted with honour to pollerity. But 
what of all this e^ there feems more to be de- 
manded than cou'd in reafbn be expedtedl 
Indeed, in a work, profeffedly defign'd to 
give an hiftorical account of the Bravery and 
iufierings of all the eminent Royalifts^ fuch 
an omiflion woud appear unpardonable; but 
in a general Hiftory the cafe is different : here 
it is eafy to conceive that the Hiftorian, a- 
midft the vaft variety of matter, attending 
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chiefly to the main lines and more important 
points^ fhoa d of courfe pafs by in filence the 
proceedings of many particular perfbns, not 
thro' any malignity or iU'defign^ bat either as 
not directly failing in his way> or perhaps not 
at all coming to his notice. Such defedis 
therefore, in a work of this kind, as they 
feem not eaGIy to be avoided^ are on that 
account more readily to be excu(ed^ 

There is another exception of a more cri^ 
minal nature, to which they are fometimes 
liable; and that is> ^partial and unfavourable 
reprefentation of the adions of thofe with 
whom they differ in opinion and intereft. I 
/hall not here take notice of any Accufation 
brought by Mr. Oldmixon^ or any of thofe pre« 
jadic'd men who are relblv'd to quarrel with 
every thing coming from Ld. Clarendoni but 
a complaint on this head from a very different 
quarter, from a Perfon of hi^ rank and emi^^ 
nent abilities deferves a particular regard, and 
demands a fatisfadlory Anfwer. Our Hifto* 
riaq is accused o€ partiality^ of being too paf. 
fonate and interejhd in a certain cafe by a 
Noble Lord, who at the fame time does him 
juftice io far as to fay of him that his greatefl 
Bnemies ^^ cou d never deny but he was a man^ 
f<of ftrid piety, virtue, knowledge and fa« 

^^pereminent 
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^^pereminent talents." His reflexion is con** 
find to the fingle cafe of Sir l^chard Grein^ 
vily whole vindication he profefledly under* 
takes againfl: mifreprefentations in which he 
alone finds this Hiftory in that refpe<3; fo much 
to abound. 

I might remark that there are t^amily at« 
tachments and partialities > as well as party^ 
Regards, zndiperfonal prejudices; and accord* 
ingty the noble Lord, who fo warmly takes 
ap a family quarrel, will not eafily ftand clear 
of that imputation, which he wou'd fix upon 
our Uiftorian. It may fiirther be obfervd 
that in cafes of a mixed nature, aiflions va- 
rioufly circumftantiated, as they may be confix- 
dered in different lights, are capable of being 
reprefented in a different manner: and ac- 
cordingly Lord Land/down might find reafbn 
to excufe, what Lord Clarendon might with 
reafon blame. I can eafily imagine two fets 
of men, the Gentlemen of the long J^be and 
thofe of the Sivord^ fuch as compos'd the 
Prince's council in the Weft^ both perfons of 
probity and honour, equally zealous in th^ 
fame fervicej and aiming at the fame End^ 
yet (6 much divided in their opinions abouc 
the choice of proper mean^ and at the fame 
time fo much interefted in the fupport an(t 
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Vindication of theft' feveral meafures^ that thU 
reprefentationS) which they feverally give of 
tranfadions in which they were concern d^ ap« 
pear in fuch different colours that one wou d 
be apt to think they fcarce came firom per« 
fbns engag'd in the fame common Caufe. Let 
any one but read the hiftory of any unfuc- 
cefsfuU expedition jointly undertaken by Land 
and Sea Officers with a limited and mixed 
command, and he will find lefs reafbn to won* 
der at the dinerent accounts of the fame pro- 
ceedings, while every party at the fame time 
he feems zealous for the common interejisy is 
oot le(s indullrious to vindicate his omi chsh 
roBer by transferring to others the blame of 
the ill fuccefs. I mention thefe confidera* 
tions^ that in cafe Lord Clarendon was in the 
wrongs fbme allowances might be made for a 
common failing. 

But in truth I dont find reafon to make any 
apology for him in this refped):; where he 
aflures us that he cou d anfwer for the truth 
of the principal things he mentions, being 
iiich as came under his immediate knowledge. 
And why then may not his reprefentation of 
fads be credited as well as that of Lord L^nf- 
down ? — efpecially fince the Reader will find 
apon a ftri^ examination, that, what is af- 
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icirted by that Lord in his Vindication, doe« 
not difpTove the principal matter which our 
Hiftorian feems to have affirm'd upon good 
grounds. So, that, if he has in any particu- 
lar inftance difparaged, what the other might 
have highly embellifh'd, yet on the whole I 
can't fee what injufiice he has done to the 
charadler of Sir J^chard Greenvil — whom he 
allows to be faithful and ^alous in the King's 
fervice, a gallant man, and a thorough^bred 
Souldier — and yet, confiftently with that char 
radier, rigorous in military executions, rapt* 
cious in plundering, haughty in temper, and 
impatient of any rival or reftraint in Com- 
mand : and accordingly liable to give provo* 
cations, which at laft occafion'd that hard 
ufage of which he juftly complain'd. The 
charge therefore brought againft our Hiftorian 
may with greater reafon be retorted on his 
jiccufer^ that He is too paffionate and interefled 
in his family quarrel, and has in his reflexions 
done injuftice to Lord Clarendon. And the ufe I 
wou'd make of the foregoing confiderations is 
this, that) if the Reader (hall find juft reafon to 
acquit our Hiftorian in this particular charge f^ 
formally and warmly advanced againft him by 
fo confiderable a Perfon as Lord Lanfdowny 
be woud be inclined to extend the fame fa- 
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Toufabic conftruiSion to other cafes of like 
kind: efpecially, while he confiders the invi* 
dious circumftances and unavoidable difficuL 
ties, under which an Uiftorian labours who 
will fpeak with truth and freedom of Perfbns 
and things ; fb that it is (carce poilible to re* 
prefent the true charader of any eminent 
men without giving offence to one Party or o^ 
ther. This patticularly muft be obferv'd in 
favour in our Hiftorian^ that his Station in life 
gave him uncommon advantages, which he 
improved to the beft purpofes : he had imme^ 
diate knowledge of moft Things and Perfonsf 
of whom he fpeaks ; and he tells us B. 9. that 
other ^^ important particulars, tranfaded iti 
^* places diftant form him, were tranfmitted 
^' to him by the King's immediate dirciflion 
f^ and order, even after he was in the hands 
^ and power of the Enemy, out of his own 
^^ memorials and journals". And with regard 
to his inte^ityj as far as a difinterejiednefs in 
the whole courfe of his behaviour is admitted 
for a proof, no one of thofe times comes bet- 
ter recommended to our approbation. So 
that in points, where he may happen to be 
mijiakeny we have no reafon to (iifped: him 
guilty of wilfuU mifreprefentaticHid. And to 
fum up his moral charadef in a few words 

which 



which carry in them the higheft alTuratice of 
veracity^ he was upon principle a ChriJlUfii 
Yet notwithftanding it is notorious that this 
great and good man met with very hard treat- 
ment: he was perfecuted with private ridi- 
cule^ and publick obloquy^ accus'd^ pi^^judg^d^ 
and fore d into exile by a Prince, who feldom 
did unkind offices ; and by an ungratefbll 
People, infenfible of their happinefs, which 
was chiefly owing to the wifdom of his ad-^ 
miniftrations ; and impatient of all reftrainC 
both legal and moral; and accordingly con* 
federate againft the man whofe Authority was 
a check to their licentioufneis^ and prevented 
thofe mifchiefs which afterward befell the 
King and St^te. 

I cannot here omit this remarkable circum* 
ftance in favour of his innocency, that when 
the tumultuous perplex'd charge of accumu- 
lated Treafbns was preferr'd againlt him by the 
Commons; his ion Lawrence^ then a. member 
of that houfe, ftept forth with this brave de- 
fiance to his Accufers, that, if they coud 
make out any proof of any one fingle article^ 
he wou'd, as he was authorizd^ join in the 
condemnation of his father. It appears that 
this challenge was not given in vaini znd 
the general gQod opinion of the world ever 
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fiace has vintUeated the innocency of the nn-^ 

popular Minifter, and in a manner re^ers'd 

the e£re<3: of that arbitrary injurious fentence. 
While we confider his baniihment in a 

moral view, we find reafon no longer to look 

upon that as his misfortune^ which he improv'd 

^ much to his benefit and honour : his di(grace 

was his glory y and Follerity has reapd the 

advantages of that leifure, which enabled him 

to complete his excellent Hiftpry. That fin« 

cere difinteref|;ed love of his ungratefull Prince 

and Country in the decline of his fortune and 

life, and thofe various inftances of Chriftian 

fortitude, to th? exercife of which he wa« 

caird, give us an high idea of a true great-* 

nefs of mind, which amidft his profperity had 

been lefs confpicuous, and withal ftamps a 

mark of value and credit on every produdlion 

of his Pen. Such is the character of our 

Noble Hiftorian ! and as for the Hiftory it- 

fel^ nothing greater need be faid in it's praife, 

than that it is nwrthy of that name, which it 

bears* And therefore I cannot without fame 

aftonifhment and uneafy concern obferve the 

uncommon ipduftry of late years us'd to dif- 

^ credit this excellent work. — That it fliou d 

difpleafe the violent men of all Parties is not 

to be wonderdjatj this very circuml]|;ance 

carries 
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carries with it the praife of it's impartiaUtyl 
But it is hard to conceive why it (houd give 
offence to any Perfons, who are true frientiU 
to our Conftitution in Church and State. It 
might rather be expedied that, as it all along 
eftabliflies and recommends thofe very prin« 
ciples, on which our Government (iibfifts, it 
fhou'd be entitled to a favourable receptiont 
and efteem, of thofe efpecially who woud 
be thought diftinguiih'd above others by a 
peculiar and incommunicable affedtion to the 
prefent Government. Well then may we be 
furpriz'd to find Writers, of inconfid'erable 
abilities, unacquainted with the true State of 
our affairs, or prejudiced againft our Confti^ 
tution, Pamphleteers^ Foreiffiersy J^publieans 
receiv'd with fuch applaufe, extoU'd and fet 
in oppofition to the authority of the £• of 
Clarendon. I am at a lo(s to find out 
whsitgood purpofe can be ferv'd by this ftrange 
proceeding. For my own part, as I heartily 
wifti the profperity of his prefent Majefty and 
Royal family in the quiet poffeffion of thefe 
kingdoms, I cannot without fome painfiil ap- 
prehenfions perceive countenance given to 
principles, inconjifient with the Loyalty of a 
Chriftian Subjed : and do therefore wifh for 
the common good, that the Credit -of this 

hi- 
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hiftory may for ever flouridi, and anfwer the 
poblick-fpirited defign of the Author, by con* 
yeying to Pofterity the moft ufefui inftrodtive 
leflbns of political Pradence, for the dire(3ion 
both of the King, and the People. 

The nature of the prefent difpute leads me 
IP obferve, that he has been injurioufly treats 
ed with regard to his ivritings^ as well as his 
Perfan : the Hiftorian has been abus'd as well 
as the State/man. Much Art has been us'd to 
mifrepreCbnt his meaning, to contradid his 
aflertionsi and invalidate his authority; and 
when %11 other methods of injury prov'd ine^ 
fedual, it was at laft refolv'd to difpojjfefs him 
of his title to his own works. 

I cannot help obferving on this occafion, 
chat the faithful fervant has in thisy as well as 
in many other inftances, fbfier'd the like hard 
iifage with his Royal Mailer. ^^ If they call 
**the Matter of the houfe Beelzebub how 
"much more thofe of his houfehold?" Cer- 
tain it iS| that few books ever came into the^ 
world fupported and recommended by fb ma- 
ny ftroiig concurrent proofs of genuinenefs, 
both internal and external, as the Elic^y bmzAi- 
itn: but notwithftanding, after many * years 



4 about }8. years : it was all along umTerfally reccivM as the 
King's own work both by frkndi and vmk$ % as >c*» it was 

anfwerM 
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qdiet pofleflion) a ' nerp^ and indeed ver^ 
firange claim has been fet up upon a ^ pre^ 
tended nerp evidence; its genuinenefs haA 
been call-d in qQeftion% and denied upon fucK 
flight and precarious grounds, as wou'd in no 
other cafe be admitted by any reafbnable Judge. 
And, altho' all the diflEculties^have been clear d 
dp by fatisfa(3:ory ^ Anfwers, and the mifre- 



anfwer'd by Mlhm in his Eiii(^f»W«c. The diTpaCe abont the 
genuinenefs was firft ftarted in the year i68^. 

« The work was afcrib'd to Dr. CMtden^ late Bp. of Won9* 
fiiT^ a PerToHj who, (not to mention here any argument ari^ 
fing from the nature of the fubjtB moiter) merely with regard 
to his abilities as a WriuTj was with rcafon generally efteem'd 
not eqiioi to fo excellent a performance. 

h A pretended memnnmdmn^ faid to have been written by 
the Earl of Mngkfy 1^75, In a blank leaf of a pmad Copy^ 
with an intention to wtdtnive others in this point ; which ne* 
verthelefs during the Ear^s life, had lain undifcoverM for a« 
boat II years, and was at laft cafoally difcoTer'd by AfiOhigtm 
the Audlioneer at the Sale of the Earl's Library in l586$ and 
this circumftance gate occafion to the controyerfy. See Ap- 
pendix. 

c By Dr. Jf^dlkir — Mr. Tfiaud in the life of Attkw, &c. See 
B^U*s Di£lionary. — 

d What thofe were the Reader will find at large in the >^ 

fmdlx, 

€ not to mention others, (ee the yhdicatkn of the Genaint* 

nefs by Mr. Wapafft 3d Edition 171 1. proving that King C^/M 
was the *^ Author of the ti%}h IUmiAimj againft a memorandum 
« faid to be written by the E. of ^ngttf^^ and againft the 
<« exceptions of Dr. W^lh^ and others." See alfo the Dtfmu 
of the Vindication againft Mr. TttoNTi .^itiynin — or a diffeiw 

attion 
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prefentations fubftantially cli{|>rov d, and the 
King's right fully averted and maintain'd, yet 
fiitt * many perfons are forward to cavil, and 
dijfpate the point ; and perhaps are likely ever 
to do fo as long as P^r/y - regards have {o 
ftrong an inflaence on their judgments, and 
Mr. ^ Bayles Didionary (that great Magazine 
of Cavils and exceptions againft eftabliftid 
truths) adopts the favourite falfehood, as an 
•avow'd fa<a, and conveys to Pofterity the 



cation in the ^fpendhr to the life of A^lton pablilh'd by the 
ReT. Mr. Bkdt, containing a juft fummary of the evidence on 
both fides of the queftioft. 

M Mr. Otdmxm in his hiftory of the S^worts p. 347. &c. 
h The notorious partiality of Mr. Bdylt in the reprefenUtion 
of iiii Controferfy is fully laid open by Mr. ff^agffaffe in the 
pre&ce to the laft edition of his Vindication 17 11. to which 
I refer th^ Reader. 

c ^is obferTable that Mr. Si^Uf oat of his ufual fondnefi 
for novelty, with an implicit faith receives Mr. ToiamCs account 
of the affiur, (fo great crtMity is often found in fc$ftkal men!) 
and tho* the prefumption had hitherto ftood in fdvmr of the 
King's title to the book, and there was need of fome fiedd 
9XiTMrdmay proof to overthrow an tfiabiyb^d right, and though 
all the allegations of ^myntor had been thoroughly examin'd 
and twfkid^ yet he fecms to make light of the matter, is in- 
duftiioufly ignorant of the arguments brought in proof of the 
JRgwj's title, and without much difficulty decides the difpnte in 
favonr of his friend Mr. ToUmd, He gives us indeed to under* 
Hand that there had been fometbing wrote on the oppofitc 
fide of the queftion by one Mr. U^agHagt j he confeffes that 
he had never tad it, but was tM that the AiV^ ^^ 
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flander tP^itHout any notice of it's • cmfutatioal 
What a notorious inftanc6 is this of the force 



fwf/kei «i?, that ever was, or QioaM hk tirrote on the fubjeftf 
and fo there was an £nd of the controyerfy. By confeffing 
io much he has indeed weakenM the authority of all his ail. 
ftrtions: and there feems to be at the bottom fome diftruft of 
^e merits of the caufe, where a bufy inquilitiTe man watts 
the trouble of examination. A Cfhid^ fliou'd carefully conii* 
der the cafe on all fides before he pronounces judgment -y and 
nn fRfiwUn fhoti*d make a fair report : I leare the Reader to 
judge how£ir in this inftance the Authour has verified the dtl^ 
p( his Di£Honary. 

a I ]ook*d into the late edition of Mr. Bayk^ in which ma- 
siy of his miftakes and mifrepr^sfentations are rectified, expeft- 
ing to find Mr. Bkih\ diflertation (which I have before men* 
tion'd) inferred under the of Article A^ilum^ confidering that 
lie was concem'd in this Edition, and had wrote this differ- 
tation with a deiign to do an aA of juftice in this caufe^ 
which Mr. BMylt had induftrioufly omitted ; and nothing furelf 
was more equitable than that the Charge and Difcharge ihou'd 
go both together : But I was furpriz'd to find nothing of this 
kind in the place ^ere it might reafonably be expeAed, but 
only a general advertifement that there was a diflertation con* 
ceming the genuinenefs of the £ix«v B«0iA4«« in the Appen* 
dix to the Life of MUtfm pnblilh'd by the Rev. Mr. Bkth 
without any notice given of it's defign and purport. So that, 
if the Reader takes Mr. Biryk only for his inftruftour under 
this Article of A4ihm^ he is left to carry on with him Mr. ToUm^% 
ftory, and reft in the belief of a faKehood. But it muft be 
cbferv'd, that a fhort abftraft of the arguments alledg'd in 
proof of the geriuinenefs of the book and confutation of the 
contrary allegations is to be found under the Article of W^* 
pMfft : I think it proper to advertife the Readers of Mr. B^l$ 
of this circumftance, becaufe, as Mr. WifgBafft did not put his 
fmm to. his Vindication, and it is not univerfally known that 

Jbt 
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of prejudice to overlook or rejcd the ffieaiif 
of convi<9ion, and rafhly cenfore an excellenc 
work as fpurious^ which, throagh I know not 
what imagined intereft| fome men are prom- 
pted to difcredit? — So inexpedient has it 
been thought to allow even the praife of a 
pious Chrifiiau and good IVriter to that un- 
fortunate Prince whom they have condemned 
for a bad Politician I 

I leave the Reader to draw the cdmpari^ 
foa between the two cafes: their (imiticude 
in fome refpec^s, and alliance to the fame 
caufe, will) I hope, juftify the infertion, that 
by thefe means the Vindication of both might 
go together. Moreover it may be fufEcient 
to remark in general concerning botb^ that 
ikH the flahders and mifreprefentations, which 
have been rais'd, as they have given occafioa 
(o more accurate enquiries and examination 
into the ftate of fuch matters, have become 
the means of difcovering ^frejh evidences by 
which the truth for the future is fet in a fairer 
light. 

Lord Clarendon has been attacked, as in his 



mf 



he was the Author, there does not appe^Hr fuffideoc reifoa tq 
expeft to meet with ft under iha$ title. 

M By this means many^ drcumftances fetting forth the dm^ 
and mmmtr of the King's writing it hare been i(bimd Qut — r 

we 
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Per/on^ To in his Hijlory by the fame fet of 
pt^judic d violent men. Methinks on this oc- 
cafion I fee the fame fon of the Noble Au^ 
thor> the Editor of this Hiftory, as in the for- 
met Inftance, fo al(b in the preient, itep 
forth with a defiance to his flanderers, in Viai. 
dicatioq of his ovm and his Fathers honour. 
The innocenqr of both ftands clear in the 
judgment of all impartial men. Lord Cla^ 
rendofis title to his own work is made good; 
and the Credit of the Hiftory is eftablilh'd to^ 
gether with it's geminenefs. 
. There is indeed a fafhionable tafte for Wru 
tings zs well as other thwgs. Angularity and 
boldnefs of alTertions may meet with applaufe ; 
and the oppofers of Lord Clarendon may be 
in vogae for a while : and even Mr. Oldmixoti 

we bave the teftimony of his friends^ -^ of fot^e who had feea 
bim afbally writing it j — *- of othcrsj who had read foinc 
part of it afterwards} - — the teftimony of hi$ Enmmts^ wh^ 
bad the greateft part of thefe papers a long time ia thci^ 
pofTefiion ? — and laftly, the maifMr of condu6li|ig the f ditio9 
at two PreiTes at once before the King's murder | — the nmnu 
of the Perfons concern*d as ^fvifirs^ Corrt&ws^ and Ptimm — 
and withal cine fingnlar circumftance difcover'd by a Party 
c6ncem*d, tiz. that the Prayer of PawhUi was foifted int^ 
fome fubfequent Editions in order to difcredit the whole 
work, by the management of Prelident Bt^dflum and Miltm^ 
who was already prepar'd to aggravate this circamftance as 
mnch as poflible, to the prejudice of the King, as he has 
(bewn in his fiiicfM»W«f. 

may 
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may have his admirers. But nirritings of thif 
kind feldom outlive the huthour and capric^e 
of the people, Tor which they are calculated ; 
and by degrees their vatue is loft together 
with their novelty. But this Hiftory of Lord 
Clarendon will gain credit with time; it's in- 
trinGck value, as it hath hitherto, will I truft, 
for ever recommend it to the efteem of all 
moderate and impartial men, of whatever de« 
nomination: and ^^^/V continued approbation 
will always juftify the application of the motto 
prefixed ' K^fM U iii, a monument for eternity, 
a pofTeifion of perpetual honour to the Au- 
thor) of perpetual benefit to Pofterity^ 



m What Thncydides here fays of himfelf is fo truly appfica* 
cable to the circumftances of our Hiftorian^ that I fhall che 
the context, 

•— Til )^ 'if^ rm ir^^^trm c# rf mXtftm cxk cm r«il vh^vim 

Ismtvvtft ¥ iveJufxirr i^in ti wufifits r«if tfptt f «0cW ^ mum wt^ 
«UB^«0-iv MS 7t fill ftufjfihi uurm utifTtiitfw ^mftrui* im ti Smn 

wnrui fSti. Kti^' ti U «W fifiM^n if it^Jftrfm hg n ^f^i^fSWfit^ *" 
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APPENDIX. 

The late Bijhop of Rocheftef 57^«- 
dicatton of Btjhof Smalridge^ 2)^ 
Aldrich^ and Himfelf, from the 
Jcandalous Reflections of Mr. Old* 
inixon^ relating to the Tuhlication 
of Lord Clarendon*^ Hilary. 

I Have lately feen an £xtra(a of fome Pat 
fages in Mr. Oldmixons Hiftory of Eng- 
land. The firft of them is faid to be taken 
from his Preface to that Hiftory^ p. 9. and 
runs in thefe Words. 

"I have, in more than one t^lace of this Hiftory, 
"mentioned the great Reafon there is to fufpeft, 
** that the Hiftory of the Rebellion, as it was dub- 
*Mifhed at Oxfordy was not entirely the Work ot the 
'^ Lord Clarendon ; who did indeed Write an Hiftory 
"of thofe Times, and, I doubt not, a very good 
"one ; wherein, as I have been (I believe) well in- 
*' formed, the Chdralieis of the Kings^ whole Reigns 
"are written, were different from what they appear 

in the Oxford Hiftory and its Copy, Mr. Ethard's. 

I fpeak this by Hear-fay ; but Heaf-faj from a Perfon 

fuferior to all Sufpiciori, and too illujhhus to be named^ 
*' without leavcf. 

" I alfo humbly refer it to the Dccifion of another 

H '' verj 
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very honourable Perfon, whether there is not, to hh^ 
Knowledge, fuch an Hiftory in Manufcript, ftill 
extant ; and to a Reverend Dodor, now living, whe- 
*'ther he did not fee the Oxford Copy, by which the 
'*Book was printed, altered, and interpolated, while. 
** it was at the Prefs. 

To which I rauft add, that there is now in Cu-' 
ftody of a Gentleman of Diftindion, both for Merit 
and ^^ualityy a Hiftory of the Rebellion, of the 
firft Folio Edition, fcored, in many Places, by Mr. 
Edmund Smiih, of Chrijl-Church y Oxon, Author of 
**that excellent Tragedy, Ph^dra and Hippoljtus\ who 
"himfelf altered the Manufcript Hiftory, and added 
what he has there mark'd, as he confefTed with 
'^fome of his laft Wards, before his Death. Tfaefe 
*' Alterations, written with his own Hand, and to be 
feen by any one that knows it, may be publiflied, 
on ahother Occafion, with a farther Account of 
this Difcovery. In the mean Time, for the Sa-^ 
*' tisfadion of the Publick, I infert a Letter, entire, 
** which I received fince the laft Paragraph was writ- 
*^ten. 

i^O ]\^t* "^ "^ "^f "^ "X* "X* 

SIR, * ' . 

** A Ccidentally looking on fome of the Sheets of 
*' XX your Hiftory of England, during the Reigns 
"of the Royal Houfe of ^ra^rf, at the Bookfeller's, 
"I find, that you mention the Hiftory of Lord C/ii- 
^^rendon; wherein you juftly queftion the Genuine- 
*^ nefs of that Book. In order to put the Matter 
**out of Doubt, I here fend you the following Ac- 
" count* 

^^ Mr. Edmund Smith, a Man very well known in 
•*the learned World, came down to make me a 
" Vifit at ***** about ^une 1710 ; where he con- 
•* trnued, till he died, about fix Weeks after. 
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^'As our Converfation chiefly ran upon Learning 
*'and Hiftory, you may eafily think, that Clarendons 
" was not forgotten. Upon mentioning that Book, 
*'he frankly told me, that there had' been a fine 
*^ Hiftory written by Lord Clarendon ; but what was 
**publiflied under his Name was only Patch-work, 
**and might as properly be call'd, the Hifiorj of 
^^Al - Smlall ■ and Atterbury; For^ to 

*^his Knowledge y 'twas alter di nay, that he himfelf 
*^ was emplofd by them to interpolate and alter the Ori- 
^^ginal. 

"He then ask'd me, whether I had the Book by 
*' me ? If I had, he would convince me of the Truth of 
*^ his yfffertiony by the very printed Copy. I imme- 
*'diately brought him the Folio Edition ; and the 
**firft thing he turned to, was the Charafter of Mr. 
'^ Hampden, where is that ExpreiEon: He had a Head 
** to contrive y a Heart to conceive y and a Hand to exe- 

cute any Villainy. *He then declared, it was foifted 

in by thofe Reverends. 






SIR, 

^'I have only t© add this, that he not only under- 
*' lined this Paflage, as a Forgery ; but gave, during 
" the fliort time he lived with me, the lame Remark 
" to fbme Hundreds more. 

I am, S I R, &c. 



mm 



* The Words are much fofter in the Hiftory 5 where inftcad 
of a Huart to concelvey we find, a Tmgm t9 ftrfwade ; and, in- 
ftcad of the Word nUainy^ that of Mfchkf'j as the Citation 
is, in another Part of this Extraft, truly made. The unknown 
Writer of this Letter, whiJe he is charging others with the 
Crime of falfifying Lord Clarendons Hiftory, Ihoul4 have taken 
Care to ftand clear of it himfelf. 
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In a Second Pa{rage> faid to be taken from 
pag. 227. of the Hiftory it felf, Mr. Oldmtxon 
is reprefented as expreifing himfelf thus. 
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In the Charafter of this great and excellent 
Man, Mr. Hampden, which we could wifh had efi 
caped his ( Lord Clarendon's ) Drawings, or the 
"Drawings of thofe clumfy Painters, into whofe 
"Hand's his Work fell, there is fomething fb very 
"falfe and bafe, that fuch G)in could only come 
*'from a College Mint, {In a Wordy what was faid 
^^of CissA might well be applfd to Hampden ; He 
^^had a Head to contrive, and a Tongue to perfwade, 
"and a Hand to execute any Mifchief. His Death; 
^Uh ere fore, feem'd to be a great Deliverance to the Na- 
'Uion.) 

"There are not Words to exprefs the Infamy $f 
*^this Slander, and Impofture, nor the unparatletled IVtck^ 
^^ednefs of thofe DoHors, who foijled fo horrid a Refle- 
*^lHon into that CharaHer. The Perfon, who did it, 
"was Mr. Edmund Smith, of Oxford, Author of Phx- 
*^dra and Hippolytus, a Tragedy; who at his Death, 
" confefled to the Gentleman, in whofe Houfe he 
•Mied, that, among a great Number of Alterations 
" and Additions, which he himfelf made, in the Hi- 
"ftory of tlie Rebellion, by Order of Doilor Aldrich, 
"D(/ffor Atterbur Y, and Doftor Sma^lridge, 
^^fuccepve Deans of Chrili-Church, this very Saying of 
"CiNNA apply'd to Mr. Hampden, was one; and 
when he read it to one of thofe Dokots, he clapped 
him on the Back, and cry'd, with an Affeveration, 
"Jr will do. The Confeffion Mr. Smith made, and 
the Remorfe he exprefled for being concerned in 
this Impofture, were his laft Words. 
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A great Part of the firft of thefe Paffages, 
including the Letter, is tranflated verbatim 
into Freruhj aud publifh-d into a Journal en- 
titled, Biblioth^que I{atfonnee des Ouvrages des 
Sfavans de rEuropCy four Us "Mots de Juilletj 
Jioutj Septembre 1730. Tome jme. ire Par tie. 
A Amfterdam, che\ let Weftcins {? Smith 1730- 
Art. }-. P^g. 1^4* &c. 

After which, the Journalijl adds the foUoroing 
H^fleSlion. 



Cette decouverte fait peu 
d'honneur aux trots Theolo- 
giens qui font nommes dans la 
Lettre^ qui ontpourtant tenu 
un grand rang dans VAngle^ 
terre, & dans la Republique 
des Lettres. Comme Mr. 
Atterbury, ci'devant 
Eveque de Rochefter, Cun 
des trots efi encore vivanty il 
ne fera pas apparemment in^ 
fenfible a me accufation fi 
grave ; & le Public attend 
de lui les eclair ciffemens que 
tint ere t feul de fa reputation 
femble en exiger. S'ilfetait, 
dans cette rencontre^ il nj a 
point de doute que la falfifi- 
cation ejl prouvee ; & quand 
nteme il ne fe tairoit paSy il 
faut que les hlaircijfemens 
foient bien forts pour detruire 
ces faits. 



This Difcovery does 
little Honour to the three 
Divines named in the Let- 
ter, &c. As Mr. Atter- 
bury, heretofore Bi/hop 
of Rocbejlery one of the 
three, is ftill living, he 
will not probably be infen- 
fible of 10 grievous an Ac- 
cufation ; and the Publick 
cxpeds from him fuch Ac- 
counts of It, as even the 
Intereft of his own Repu- 
tation fecms to require. 
If he is filent, on this Op- 
cafion, there can be no 
doubt, but that the Falfi- 
fication is proved ; and 
fhouldhe not be filent,what 
he (hall fay, to clear up 
this Matter, mult be very 
ftrong, to deftroy the Cre* 
dit of fuch a Teltimonv. 

Be- 
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Being caird upon, in this publick Manner^ 
I think myfelf obliged to declare, that the 
foregoing Account, in alt its iParts, as far as* 
I am any ways concerned, is entirely falfe and 
groundlefs. For I never faw my Lord Claren- 
dons Hiftory in Manufcript, either before, or 
fincc the Edition of it; nor never read a Line 
of it but in Print*. It was impoffible, there- 
fore, that I fhould deal with Mr, Smith in the 
Manner reprefented, with whom (as far as I 
can recoUecJl) I never exchanged one Word 
in all my Life ; and whom I know not that I 
ever faw, till after the Edition of that Hi- 
ftory. If therefore he exprefled himfelf to 
this Purpofe, in his laft Moments (as I cha- 
ritably hope he did not) he wronged me ex- 
treamly, and died with a Lie in his Mouth. 

This Vindication of the Truth, and myfelf 
is neceflary, fince I happen to furvive the two 
other worthy Perfbns mentioned. Were they 
alive, they would, I doubt not, be eqjually 
able, and ready to clear themfelves from fo 
foul an Afperfion. As to one of them. Dr. 
Smalrtdge^ the late Bifhop of Briftol^ no Suf- 
picion of this kind cian poffibly reft on his 
Memory ; becaufe He was not any ways con- 
cern'd in preparing that Hiftory for the Prefs; 
but as much a Stranger to the Contents of it, 
as I my folf was, till it came forth in Print. 
I fpeak with the more Affurance on this Head, 
becaufe my great Intimacy with him, as my 
Contemporary, both at TFeJlmlnJhry and Chriji- 

Church 
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Churchy gave me all the Advantages requifite 
towards knowing the Truth of what I fay. 
^With Dr. Jldrichy the Third Perfon accafed, 
I was acquainted more at a Difiance. How- 
ever, being called upon in the Manner I am, 
I will add alfb what has come to my Know- 
ledge, with regard to the Share, He and Ci- 
thers had, in the Publication of that Hiftory. 
The Revifing of the Manufcript (written, 
as I have heard, not very corre<fJ:ly) was com- 
mitted to the Care of Biftiop Spratj and Dean 
^/drichj by the late Earl of 1{ochefter j who 
himfelf alio aflifted in that Revifal, from the 
Beginning to the End of the Work: So that 
any Changes, made in it, muft have had the 
Confent of thofe three Perfons. They were 
Men of Probity and Truth, and incapable of 
Confpiring in a Defign to impofe on the Pub- 
lick. I can cite nothing, that is material in 
this Point, from the Mouth of the Earl^ with 
whom I rarely converfed ; but the Bifi;fot and 
the Dean^ to whom 1 feverally fucceeaed in 
the Deanries of Chrifi- Church and Wefiminfter^ 
and in the See of ^chefter^ have occafionally 
more than once aflured me, that no Additions 
whatfoever were made to the Manufcript Hi- 
ftory. And even the Earl, in his Preface to 
the firft Volume (for His I take it to be, tho' 
no Name is affixed to it) has publickly pro- 
tefted his Innocence in this Refped:, where 
he declares, that They who put forth the Hi^ 
fiory (he means Himlelf and his Brother, as 
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appears from what follows) durfl not take upon 
them to make any Alterations in a Work of this 
kindj folemnly left with them to be pubHJhed^ 
whenever it Jhould he publijhedj as it was de- 
diver ed to them. 

Could He, and the two other Ferfbns by 
him employed 9 be fuppofed to have made 
any Additions, notwithftanding fuch AfTuran- 
ces to the contrary, yet their good Senfe (if 
not their Integrity) would have prevented, at 
leaft, their re touching thofe Chara^ers^ which 
are allowed to be the mod diftinguifhed and 
beautiful Part of the Work, and to have fome- 
thing of Original in them that is not to be 
imitated. The After-ftrokes of any lefs able 
Pencil, intermixed with thofe of the firft Ma- 
fterly Hand, would (bon be difcovered ; And 
yet I am perfwaded, the mod difcerning Eye 
can find out no Traces of fuch a Mixture ; 
no, not in the Charadter of Mr. Hambden^ e- 
ven in thofe Words, at the Clofe of it, againft 
which Mr. Oldmixon fb warmly declaims. They 
are perfectly in the Style and Manner of my 
Lord Clarendon \ they contain nothing new in 
them, but only fum up, in fliort, what he had 
fcattered through different Parts of the two 
firft Voliftnes. Let the Reflexions there made 
be never fb fevere, they may naturally be fup- 
pofed, in the Warmth of Compofure, to have 
come from the Pen of an Hiftorian, who 
had himfelf with Zeal oppofed Mr. Hambden's 
Meafujres, and both feen, and felt the fad 
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Confequences of them : But, that the Editors 
of his Hiftory, no ways concerned in thofe 
Tranfacftions, ftiould, Sixty Years afterward?, 
coolly and deliberately make fuch a needlefs 
Infertion, is not to be imagined 

The Complaint, on this and other Ilbads, 
fliould have been brought againft thefe Edi- 
tors, while It was capable of being throughly 
examined ; at prefent, it comes a little too 
late, unlefs it were better fupported: Their 
very Characters, to thole who knew them, 
and the Nature of the Evidence, to thofe who 
did not, will be judged a Sufficient Confuta- 
tion of it. For, pray, what is this Evidence? 
It confifts in an Hear fay from a Perjon^ fup^- 
rior to all Sufpicion^ it feems, but too iUuftrious 
to be named : In an Appeal to another very 
Honourable Perfon^ to a J^everend DoBor now 
livin^y and to a Gentleman of DiJUnSiofiy both 
for Merit and Sluality; none of whofe Names 
are thought fit to be owned. The only one 
produced in the Cafe, is that of Mr. Smith the 
jiuthor of an excellent Tragedy -y but certainly 
not an Author of Rank and Weight enough 
to blaft the Credit of fuch an excellent Hi- 
ftory. Of what Ufe can his Teftimony be to 
this Purpofe (even fuppofing the Account of 
it exad,) when it is undoubtedly falfe, as to 
Two of the Three Perfons it is levelled at, 
Dv.Swalridge and myfelf ; and may therefore 
be juftly prefumed alike falfe, as to the Third, 
Pr. Jldrich f Mr. Smith appears to h^ve been 
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fo little in the Secret of the Edition of that 
Book, as not to have known even the Hands, 
through which it paiTed: And is not therefore 
to be relied upon in his Accounts of any o- 
ther Circumftances relating to it; efpeciallyr, 
with regard to Dr. Aldrich^ his Governour at 
ChriJi'Church ; for whom his perfonal Aver- 
fion, and the true Reafons of it, are too.well 
underftood to need explaining. I forbear to 
fay any thing harfh of One not able to an- 
fwer for Himfelf 5 but many, now alive, who 
knew them both, know how improbable, and 
altogether incredible, it is, that Mr. Smith 
fliould have had the leaft Share in Dr. Aldrich\ 
Confidence, on fo nice, or, indeed, on any 
Occafion. The Gentleman^ who feems to be 
convince i of the Truth of Mr. Smith*/ Ajfet' 
tions^ by his having pointed out and under- 
lined the Paffages, in Vrint^ which, he faid, 
he was employed (by the three fucceffive Deans) 
to interpolate and alter^ in Manufcript, muft 
fiirely have been very willing to be convin- 
ced; otherwife, he would not have taken. a 
mere Affertion for a Proof, in fuch a Caufe, 
and from fuch a Perfon. The Story of this 
Death-bed Declaration flept for about Twen- 
ty Years ; near Thirty have pafled, fince the 
Hiftory of the Rebellion was publifhed ( I 
mean the firft Part of it) and not a few, (ince 
the Death of every Perfon that either was, or 
is falfely faid to have been, concerned in that 
Publication, myfelf only excepted. I might, 
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probably, at the Diftance of MontpeUevy where 
I was, when Mr.Oldmixon wrote, never have 
heard of what he lays to my Charge (Intelli-f 
gence of that kind being, as he knows, not 
very open to me) or, fliould it reach me, I 
might yet, in my prefent Circumftances, be 
fuppofed not over-follicitous to appear in the 
Difproof of it. The Delay of the Accufa- 
tion therefore, if without Defign, was not 
without its Advantages : and had it been de- 
ferred a little longer, till I was not only ou? 
of the Way, but out of the World, it had 
had a ftill fairer Chance towards being un- 
coiltradiiSted, and, confequently, credited. I 
have lived to hear this idle Tale, and to bear 
Witnefs igainft it: There is no Vanity in hop- 
ing, that, old as I am, I Ihall outhve the Be- 
lief of it. An Holland']ournz\ gave me the 
firft Notice, how I had been treated, and, by 
that Means, an Opportunity of vindicating 
myfelf J which I was the rather determined 
not to decline, becaufe I fuffered in Company 
with others. Men of great Note and Merit, 
through whofe Sides the Authority of a noble 
and ufeful Part of our Englijb Hiftory was 
ftruck at. Where I alone am afperfed and 
wronged, I can, I thank God, more eafily 
pradife Patience, and fubmit to Indignities 
and Injuries in Silence. A foreign Writer has 
ufed me, in this Cafe, with greater Civility, 
and Temper, than Mr. Oldmtxon^ whom I 
know not that I have ever offended. I for- 
give 



give him his ill Words, and his hard Thoughts ; 
and only defire him, for the future, not to 
indulge himfeif in ill-natur'd Relations of this 
kind, without better Vouchers. His Attack 
on me, and on the Dead, who, he thought, 
might be infulted with equal Safety, is no 
Proof of a generous and worthy Mind • nor 
has he done any Honour to his own Hiftory, 
by the fruitlefs Pains he has taken to difcre- 
dic that of my Lord Clarendon : which, like 
the Charader of its Author, will gain Strength 
by Time; and will be in the Hands and E- 
fteem of all Men, when Mr. Oldmixons unju^fl: 
Cenfure of it will not be remembered, or not 
regarded. 



FR. ROFFEN, 
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The laft Will and Teftament of Ed^ 
ward Earl of Clarendon. 

E Regiftro Curiae Prxrogat. Cant. 

I Edward Earle of Clarendon doe ordain this to he 
mj laft WiU and Teftament. Imprimis,. J committ mj 
foule to God and make Executors of this /aid laft Will mj 
twofons Henrj Vifcount Cornbury and Lawrence Hyde 
Efq;. And commend to them the care of mj fervants 
who have behaved themfelves very carefully and hcneftlj 
to me. And likewife recommend their Sifter Frances 
Hyde and their Brother James Hyde Efq\ to their kind* 
nefs 'y to whom I am able to leave nothing but their 
kindnefs. Item 1 give and bequeath to mj faid two font 
all mj papers and writings of what kind foever and leave 
them intire to their difpofal as thej Jball be advifed either 
by Supprepng or Publi/hing by the Advice and Approba^ 
tion of my Ld. Arch Bijbop of Canterbury and the Hi-- 
/bop of Winchefter whom I do intreat to be Overfeers 
of this my Will, and that they would be both Suitors ra 
his Majefty on my Childrens behalf who have all poftible 
need of his Majeftye's Charity, being the Children of a 
father who never committed fault againft his Majeftie. 
At Rowen this Eleventh day of December in the year of 
our Lifrd One thoufand Six hundred feventy and four. 

Clarendon. 
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Witnefs 

H. PeccAus Seren. Regis M. Britannise Medicus. 
Hump* IViUjns. 

Probatam Londini coram Domino &c. 14. die 
menfis Decembris Anno Dom. 167 f. Juramentis Prae- 
nobilis & Hon. viri Dni. Henrici de Clarendon & 
rtonorandi viri Lawrentii Hyde Armigeri fiiior ddi 
defund;. & Extor &c. Quibus. &c. Jurat. 

Linthwaite Tarrant Regiftrar. 

Deputat. afTumpt. 



Dr. Terry (late Canon of Chriji- Church) his ac* 
count, as it now appears in the College 
Library of Warcefter College, written by 
the late Dr. George Clarke. 

THIS mornlngy Dr. Terry Canon of Chrid-Cbmrch 
came to me; and l^owlng that he fupervifed the 
firft Edition of Lord Clarendon's Hiflorj of the Rebel-- 
lion, and corre^ed the prefs^ I ask^d him what became 
of the Manufcript copy from which it was printed : he 
faj'dy that he thought it was returned to the Earle of 
Rochefter. I mention d to him what I heard Sr. Jof. 
lekyll fay lately in the Houfe of Commons , That he 
had reafon to believe or to that purpofe, that it was not 
printed faithfully — The Doilor ajfured me that he kpew 
of no one thing omitted^ but an iniperfeii account of a 
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Bull'FeaJi at Madrid, when the Author was Embajfador 
therey which did not concern the pvrpofe of the Hifiory . 
nor of any thing added, befides fome circumftances of King 
Charles's removing from Bruflels to Breda, which the 
Earle of Rochefter declared he found in his Father's pa- 
pers. 

As for the reft, Dr. Terry ajfur'd me it was mofl 
exaStlj printed from the written copie ; and the Earle of 
Rochefter was fo nicely fcrupulous in havirtg it fol- 
lowed, that he would not fuffer any fmall variation, tho* 
only to make the fenfe clearer and the compofttion lefie 
intricate, which I have alfo heard confirmed at feveral 
times by Dr. Aldrich, the late worthy Dean of Chrift 
Church, and my good friend Mr Hill (?/ Richmond wh^ 
both, have been prefent when it was proposed to change, 
cr tranfpofe a word or two, in order to make the fenfe 
and meaning of the Author more perfpicuous, and this 
propofal has fometimes been made by the Dean himfelf; 
but the Earl of Rochefter would never confent to it, fay- 
ing that it was his Father s booke, and Jhould be printed- 
as he left it ; which his Lordjhip had folemnly promifed 
when he received it — I askid Dr. Terry who wrote the 
Preface to the firft Volume ? he anfwerd the Earle of 
Rochefter he fuppos'd, for it wm deliver' d to him writ^ 
ten all in the Earl's hand, and printed from that Copy. 
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Mr. Wogan% Declaration and Teftimony cori-^ 
cerning the Publication of the Earl of Cla-^ 
rendoris Hiftory of the Rebellion, as it is 
now to be feen in the Bodlejan Library. 

IN the begiuning of the Tear 16pp. being then a King's 
Scholar and Captain of Weftminfter School, I wa4 
imploj'd by the recommendation of Dr. Sprat then Bifhop 

of Rochefter and Dean of Weftminfter, and of Dr. 
Knipe then Head Majler of the School, to write a fair 
Copy of a Manufcripty which, appear d to be, and I be- 
leive certainly was. Lord Clarendon's Hiflory of thf- 
Grand KeMiton. And I was thereupon order d to attend, 
as often as the Earl of Rochefter (who I was informed 
and underjlood was preparing an Edition of the faid Hi^ 
ftory) came to the faid Bijbop's Houfe at the Deanry in 
Weftminfter^ which was generally once a Week: Here 
J had an Apartment allotted for writing the fame, and 
for locking up my Papers. 

The Manufcript which I copied was in Folio Jheets 
ftich'd up in fmall Quires of five or fix Sheets in each 
parcel, which were pnt into my Hands feverallj as I 
proceeded in the Copy. There were with the faid Ma- 
nufcript Sheets, fo deliver' d to me, fome Alterations and 
Amendments with proper Marks where the Same were 
to be inferted. Thefe Alterations or Amendments were 
written on loofe and feparate Papers, but were neither 
many tm long. I was at that time about the Age of 
Twenty years, and I can very well remember that thofe 
Alterations were only CorreHions of the Style and Phrafe, 
but not pf Senfe or Meaning of the Author, and made 
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furelj to clear the Sentences from Obfcurltj/, when too 
prolix^ or too mnch ini^olved in Farenthefes, with which 
the faid Werk^ did much abound. But even this was 
done but very rarelj, the Earl of Rochefter, who was 
fon to the Earl of Clarendon Author of the faid Hiflorj^ - 
beings as I have been credibly informed ^ fcrufuloujlj tena^ 
Clous of his Fathers Style ^ and very cautious of admitting 
any Amendments or Variations from the Original^ except 
a/here it appear d abfolutely neceffary to render the Noble 
Author's fenfe and Meaning more plain and intelligible. 
And this I prefume^ ( and I really even at that time 
thought) might be his Lord/hip*s reafon for confulting on 
this Occafion with Bp. Sprat, who was generally ejleem'd 
a moft Correil Writer^ and one of the greatejl Majlers of 
Style in thofe times. But all the faid Amendments or 
CarreHions of the Style or Phrafe, were to the bejl of my 
Remembrance in the Hand writing of the Earl of Ro- 
chefter, which I was well acquainted with, and de* 
livered to me fometimes by the Bijhop, and fometimes by 
the EarVs own Hand, with InJlruiHons how and where 
19 infert them properly. 

During the fummer Seafon I was fometimes taken down 
to the Bi/bop's Palace at Bromley in Kent and wrote there ^ 
and once for about a Week} time, I attended both their 
Lordfliips at my Lord Rochefter's Seat at PeterAiam. 
^ during the whole Time I was imployd, I never faw^ 
nor ever remember to have heard, that either Dean Al- 
drich, or any other (except the Perfons abovementiond,) ' 
was concern d in preparing the faid Hiflory for the Prefs. 

I wrote out and tranfcribed the Four or Five frft Bookjs 
of the faid Hifiory^ and then was Qbofen at the EleSion 

I in 



in the year 1700 to Trinity College in Cambridge. 

Many years afterwards^ vii*. on the ift. March 173-1-2, 
George Clarke Efq; fern for me to bis Lodgings in 
Spring Garden near Whitehall, and in the Prefence of 
the late Rt. Hon^^' Edward Southwell Efj; then Princi- 
pal Secretary of State for the Kingdom of Ireland, Jbewed 
me the Copy I bad Tranfcribedy and askfd me if it was hu 
Hand: I acknowledged it was, and that I bad tranfcribei 
the fame when a King's Scholar at Weftminfter School 
in the year i6pp. And in looking it over I obferved 
here and there fome literal Miftakes which I had made in 
Qfpjingy reSified ; bia moft, if not all of them in the Earl 
of Rochefter's Hand. — Befide thefe Alterations in iwjr 
Copy I obferved none but fome Typographical Marks for 
direHing the Compofers while the Book^ was at the Prefs. 

In the year 173 J being then at Oxford, and making 
a Vifit to Dr. Clarke at bis Lodgif^gs in All Souls Col- 
lege, he again Jbewed me that part of the faid Book^ 
which I had Tranfcribed for the Prefs. I again ackfnv- 
ledged the fame to be my Hand writit^^ with no other 
Alterations therein, but fucb Literal CorreiHotu as atoi 
abovementloned. — At the fame time he fhewed me ^ 
large CoUeilion of loofe Papers, which he took, out of s 
Box, and told me they were the rough Draught or fieft 
Materials which my Lord Clarendon bad pepared fee 
the Ground-work, of bis H^ory: that bis Lordfbipi firft 
Intention was to have written the fame as the Htfiorf 
of bis Own Tinges ; but that afterwards, enl^gmg bis 
Depgn, be. compiled thereout what hath fince been Pak^ 
lijb'd; and called it, Thb History Op The Grahd 
R.BABLUOif^ Some of tbefit Papers were written, as 
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fhe Dolior Informed me, in his Lord/hips own Hand, and 
Jome of them I obferved, were in the fame Hdnd with the 
Manufcript whence the Copy had been tranfcribed bj me 
for the Frefs. ^ — Aniongfl thefe MS. Papers were 
Draughts of divers Perfons ChardHers, and in particular 
tHat of Mr. Hambden, in which thofe very Words which 
hts Lordjbip has borrowed from the Char after of Cinna, 
dnA applies to Mr. HsLvahdcn (Book: vii.) are found, — 
trot interlineated but in the current Lines ; and therefore 
could be no Addition or Interpolation of the Editors in 
the Body of the Hiflorj fince his Lordjhips Deceafe, 

To conclude ; As I dm the laji and only Surviving E* 
yidence of thefe Falls, and may foon appear before the 
Great Judge of all the Earth, I gladly embrace this Op-- 
portunity before my Departure, of giving mj Teftimony to 
the Genuinenefs of Lord Clarendon's Hiftory as far as I 
was concerned in the Publication thereof. And I again 
repeat, and in the moji Solemn Manner Attefl and De^ 
dare, that the Copy of the faid Book^ as far as by Me 
was written fair for the Prefs, that is to fay, as far as 
the Four or Ftve firji Books thereof, did in fenfe and Pur* 
fort entirely agree with the Original Manufcrift from 
whence I tranfcribed the fame ; and that the Alterations 
fi made as aboventeniumed, in which the fenfe and mean^ 
ing were in no wife affeSed, were no other than fuck 
Amendments as the Noble Author himfelf, had he lived to 
Jpubli/b this Workj would, {lam verily perfwaded) have 
fonfented to and Approved. And / do folemnly Affirm 
4nd Declare that to the befi of my Remembrance and mofi 
firm Belief, in the Copy I fo wrote, I neittfer did infert^ 
nor bad Orders to infert any Now Pan^apb Period or Paf- 
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fage winch was not or were not in the f aid Original MdnU" 
fiript I nor to Omit any Paragraph Period or Pajfage^ except 
as above excepted, which was or were in the /aid Original; 
nor were there any Interpolations whatever in the fame. The 
whole faid Original MS. which Ifaw, was written very fair 
in a fmall neat round Hand, and with very few Interli^ 
neations, and none in any other Hand that I remember. 
Tlje Copyer, as I was informed bj Dr. Clarke^ was itne 
Mr. Shaw a Steward or fervant to the Earl of Claren* 

don, and it had the plain Mark, ^f ^S^f ^^^ ^^k. ^^itig 
turned brown and cankjry. 

Mem. r flafd a year extraordinary at School for the 

Purport abovementioned. 

William Wogan of Ealing in the County o£ Middle^ 
fex Gent, came this Day before me and made Oath^ 
that the Qjjgi^ents of the above Declaration relating to 
the Publication orFirft Edition of the Earl ofClaren' 
don's Hiftory of the Grand Rebellion, are True 5 and 
that he doth the fame of his own Accord and Free- 
will without any Fee or Reward from any Perfon on 
Perfons whatfoever, that are or may be concerned or 
Interefted in Printing or Vending the faid Book, but 
purely and folely from a regard to Truth, that he 
may hereby bear his Teftimony to the Fidelity of the 
Editors who firft Publiftied the faid Hiftory, and to 
the Genuinenefs of the faid Edition as far as in him 
lies, and according to the beft of his Judgment, Re- 
membrance and Sincere Belief, 

W. Wogan. 
Sworn at my Chambers in Chancery 
. Lane the bixteenth day of February 
1743. before me 

S. BURROUGHSU 



The foUcwlng paper was printed and iifperfed h Mr Old'- 
mixoD foon after the publication of part of tne foregoing 
Defence of the Genuinenefs &c. in the Weekly Mi^^ 
cellany. 

Mr. OldmixonV Reply to the grournUefs an4 
unjuji l{efleBions upon him^ in three late 
Weekly Mifcellanies* 

IF Oxonienfsy fo the Doftor, who publiflies thofe Pa- 
pers, or his Letter Writer, calls himfelf, is as cap- 
able of Shamdf as he is of Scandal, he will certainly be 
confounded, when he finds he has charged me in very 

frofs and abufive Terms, with being in Concert witn 
In Uiuckety to impofe a Cheat on the World; the con* 
trary to which is fo eafily proved. This Cheat was, that 
I was in a Plot with the faid Ducket^ to make Edvutnd 
Smith of Chrift^Churchj Oxon^ Author of a Lye, in fay- 
ing. That the fcandalous ExprefEon concerning Mr^ 
Hampden^ in the Hiftory of the RehUhn^ was foilted in 
by the Editors. Now it happens, that lome Years be- 
fore Smith's Difcovery was talkM of, I my felf had charged 
that very Expreflion on the Author of the Hiftory fow* 
fe/f^ and not on the Editors^ in theft Words ; Tet the 
Earl of Clarendon fays of him, He bad a Head to con-- 
trivfj &c. as in Preface to Clarendon and WUtlock com- 
pard. But Oxonienfis having pofitively afferted that I. 
printing my Name, without the leaft Warrant, or regard 
to Modefty or Truth, did in Concert with Mr. Bucket ^ 
with whofe Name he is as familiar as if it was of no more 
Value than his own, falfly and malicioufly contrive the 
Forgery of Edmund Smiths being the Autnor of that o- 
dibus PafTage about Hampden^ he probably will demand 
other Evidence before he will own himfelf guilty of fo 
flagrant a Calumny ; and he will find it in tne 1 reatiie 
before-mentioned, where I expatiate on the Lord CAar- 
rendon's fuflPering mch an unchriftian Expreflion to efcape 
him. Take the Paragraph entire ; '^Tnis is fpoken ot a 
"Gentleman the molt efteem'd and belov'd of any Man 
*'of his Time. Mr. Whitlocke^ who was Mr. Hampden's 
*' Neighbour, and in the ftriaeft Friendflup with him^ 
*'^n4 whofe Judgment and Sincerity have never yet beea- 
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*^ called in queftion, writes thus of him, His Fortune woi 
^^larte^ his natural Abilities gfeat^ his Affe£iion to fuHick 
*' Liberty and Affh^fe in his Country^ exfofed him to many 
^^ Troubles y &c. It will be fair enough for us to defirc 
•'that, before we give Credit to any one of his Lord- 
*' (hip's Cbaraders pro or con^' this Matter be fettled be- 
tween the Lord Chancellor Clarendon and the Lord Com- 
miflioncr Whitlock?^ General Ludlow^ I know Oxonienfs 
will (hake his Head at the very Name of him, but I 
mention him as he was a Man of Quality, Learning^ 
Genius, and Author of a Hiftory, preferable for Manner 
and Stile to that ot the Rebellion ; and as to the Preference 
he had in his County, JVtltJbire^ I find him Knight of/ 
the Shire when Edward Hyde^ Efqj a Wiltfbire Man, was 
Member for a Cornijb Borough, Saltajhy General "Ludltrm^ 
I fay, writes thiis'of Mr Hampden -^ His Reputation for 
Honefty was univerfal y of rare Affability and Temper i^ he 
slwajs up the CharaUer of an ingenious, confcientious 
Ferfon. He was^ indeed^ a very wife Man^ and of great 
Farts ; fupreme Governor of all his FaJJions and Aff'e&ions ; 
of perfonal Courage equal to his Tarts ^ &c. Now, which 
of the two is moft likely to have faid of fo great and ex- 
cellent a Man as Mr. Hampden^ He had a Head^o contrive^ 
a Tongue to perfwade^ and a Hand to execute any MIS- 
CHIEF, t^dward Earl of Clarendon^ Lord High Chan- 
cellor of England^ Qx Mr* Edmund Smithy of Chrsfi^Chur^h^ 
Oxon^ who was ei^p^lled the Univerfity. Will the Ox- 
ford Genxlemen leave it On that foot? As to any Con- 
cert with Mx* puciet, I never faw him, to my know- 
ledge, till after the pi;bliihing of that Treatife, and came 
thus into his Acqu^ntance, Upon publifliing of Claren- 
don aqd Whitlorke compared, when he read in the Title 
Page, The Editors ^/jLW Clarendon^ Hiftory have hard- 
ly left one Fadl, pr Qne Charader, on the Parliament ftde^ 
fairly reprefented^ he fiiid to the Bookfeller to this Efftcb, 
ILord ! How Jhou^d he know it \ I tan give him fubftantial 
Froofs of the Books being alter d^ which he defir'd the 
Bookfeller to write me in the Country, and he wrote it 
accordingly. When I came to Town I faw Mr. Ducket^ 
and he told me. All that I have faid of Smith's Sicknefs 
and Death at his Houfe^ and that he did to the laft 
fpeak of the altering Clarendon as a Matter which was 
unqucftionable j with feveral Circumftances and Parricu- 
lars which- have either efcaped my Memory, or are not 
proper to be ipfifted upon now Mr. Ducket is dead. In 
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truth, I took it ill of him, that after he had faid there 
were hundreds of Paflages fcor'd by Smith in his Folio 
Clarendon^ he did not fend for it to Town, telling him, 
when he made fome Excufe as to the Diftance of his 
Houfe from luondon^ and fpoke (lightly of any Objedion 
to ir. That I thought it of fuch Confequence^ if he pub- 
lifli'd his Information, that if he himjelf rid Fofi for it^ 
'twou'd be no more than he ought to dfo, if he cou'd not 
get it without itj which he through Indolence or Neg- 
ligence omitting^ I dropt the Affair till the Preface to 
the Hiftory was in the Prefs^ and then he writ the ano- 
nymous Letter, as Oxonienfis c^Ws ir, fign'd G. Ducket^ 
and fent it me by the fame Bookfeller; which was all 
the Concert that was between us about it. The Tiuth 
is, that I, who did then^ and do ilill fufpedt fome fuch 
fort of Management with the Clarendon Hiftory^ and 
who had Information of it from other Hands, tnough 
not with fuch Particulars, was not ill pleafed to have 
this Proof of it from a Chriji^church Man, and had no 
reafon in the World to fufpeft Mr. Duckefs impofing 
upon me : His Information was voluntary, unfought for 
by me, and unexpedted ; I knew his Charafter to be e- 
qual to any Credit I cou'd give it; that he was in an 
honourable Poll of Truft, a Man of Senfe, Learning, 
and Knowledge of the World, haying been feveral Years 
a Member of the Hpufe of Commons. I knew, and re- 

?refented to him, that he would alarm a great Body of 
eople, verjr inveterate in their Refentments, but moft 
fo when their Intereft is concerned, and that he muft 
exped to be called upon to make Proof of what he had 
faid ; which he was lenfible of, and feem'd to bid 'em 
Defiance. But now he is dead, Oxonienfis who falls up- 
on him and me, for deferring what we had to fay againft 
the Hiftory of the ReheUion^ till the Parties accufed were 
in their Graves, and other Oxford Men, with equal In- 
genuity and Confcience, charge me with inventing a 
Tale which I know no more oi than themfelves except* 
ing the Contents of Mu Duclfefs Letter, and two or 
three Converfations on that Subied:. While he was a- 
live the Proof lay upon him, and I refolved it fliould fo 
lie, by keeping his original Letter very carefully. For 
fome Time after it was publifhed. Endeavours were ufed 
to have him throw the Letter upon me : and this Arti»- 
fice was carried fo far, that he was pleafed to fay, I had 
Rot printed the Letter exaftly as he wxote it j for which 
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I refer to Sir 7— — r and G C , Efq; one of 

the Gentlemen mention^ by Oxenlenfs. The Alteration 
was leaving cut the Name of his Seat in Wiltjh'tre -j and 
inltead of the three Names at length only the initial 
Letters, as more refpedful and decent. Upon fecond 
Thoughts he fent to me not to print his Name, though 
I mult needs own, I wou'd never have printed the Let- 
ter^ had he not affured me I might print his Name, and 
had he not fign'd it for that purpofe; yet afterwards I 
humoured him in leavmg it out. This Original Letter 
of his may be feen at Mr. T. Cox, Bookfeller under the 
Royal Exchange^ with another original Letter hereafter 
mentioned. 

On the coming out of Bifhop Atterhury^s Ftndication I 
took fuch effedual Means to have 0.w»/V»//xV anonymous 
Letter feen wi:h Ducket's Name to it, that it was no more 
queftion'd ; and Bifliop Atterhurf^ fhocking Reflexions 
on me for a Thing I was not guilty of, provok'd Mr. 
Ducket to give me the fiirther Information, which is in 
my Refly to Atterbury. For this he came afterwards fre- 
quently to me. being then confined to my Chamber by 
tne Gout ; ana every Word in that Refly which is new 
I had from Mr. Ducket^ though Oxonienfis avers he refufed 
to confirm what he hacl told me. Indeed, he fays he re- 
fused to atteft, but that is for want of knowing the Sig- 
nification of the French Word Attefier^ from which Baily 
fays we take our WordAtteft^ and Boyer interprets atte- 
fier to confirm, and in that Senfe I ufedf the Word; to fay 
nothing of the original Z.atm Word amfiare. Which is 
enough to fliew, what truft is to be put in any Thing 
he fays. And if the Letter- Writer is not only a Divine 
by ProfeflSon, but a DoSlor of Divinity, it will be a la- 
mentable Thing to find fuch a one afTerting boldly a 
fiotorious Untruth to injure me in the Opinion of the 
World ; for by chance I have recovered the following 
Letter, which was fent me by one intimate both with 
Mr. Ducket and my felf ; the Original of which, and the 
Hand well known, may be feen, with Ducket's Letter^ 
not Lettsrf, as Oxonienfis falfly terms it* 

Colonel Ducket caWd upon me ]ufi now, and deVd me 
to acquaint you. That he is advfed hy Jeveral Friends 
not to have his Name printed at the End of the Letter, 
nor the Name of his Seat', hut yo't may print the Fadt either 
fy way of jL^etter to you^ or i,» fuch other Manner .as yon 
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fhaU think fit ^ that you received it from a Ferfon of Honoitf 
who is ready to ATTEST the TYuth of it. 

The Oxford Letter- Writer is fo daring to aflert, im 
ContradiBion to Mr* OldmixonV Jijfcrtion^ This is certain 
and evident, that this worthy Gentleman was never ready 
to atteft the Truth of his Letters. I defy all Readers lO 
produce any Falfity fo diredt and ftaring as this is. My 
attefiing Letter ends thus, Tou are entirely at liberty to 
print it by way of Letter to youj or work it into your rr^-* 
face in any other Form. 

Wednefday, Yours, c^c. 

Oxonienfis having advertifed feven Books of the ori- 
ginal MS, Clarendon to be lodged in Bartletfs Buildings^ 
where every one may have recourfe to them, and that 
the Paffage about Hamfden is therein, I refer to View^ 
contenting my felf with what he fays hirther, that it ha^ 
been feen by two illuftrious Perfons, who, if they knew 
Lord Clarendon^s Hand-writing, and faw that Paflage in 
the Hiftory of the fame Hand-writing, it will be fatisfa- 
dlory to all the World as to that Paflage, and the Im- 
pofture will reft upon Mr. Edmund Smith if he told Mr. 
Ducket the Expreflion was his own ; or on Mr. Bucket^ 
if Smith did not tell him fo : in both which Cafes I am 
and will be cut of the Queftion. Mr, or Pr. Oxonienff 
knows it well enough, yet contrary to his Knowledge, 
to a good Confciencc, and good Manners, he falfly 
cb^arges me with being in Concert for the Invention of 
this Story, which I am not fo much concerned in as him^ 
felf, or the DoSfor his publifher is, being the Canal, in 
the Falflioods and Impertinencies publifli'd in their News- 
Paper. He tells me I promised to thank him for fomcr 
thing ; I do hereby thank him for eafing me of any fu- 
ture Trouble about Mr. Duckefs Letter, by bringing 
himfelf to confefs, that without Contradiffion Mr. Ducket 
wrote it and fent it me. Ducket is dead, and not a Mor- 
tal living that knew any Thing of what paft between 
him and Smith but what he told himfelf, yet Oxonienfis^ 
with a true Fickwater Spirit, villifies and infults me, for 
not making the dead Man fpeak, and bringing more 
Proof of Smithes Difcoveries. All which I am to bear, 
it Teems, and can only have my Revenge on the Enor- 
mities in the Hiftory itfelf ; but that too I am in a man- 
ner forbidden, by the common Rule of Humanity, J> 
fay nothings tut good of the DefunB. 

The 
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The Letter- writer^ who pretends to know Men better 
than they do themfelves, tells me, I am angry and dii- 
appointed. If I am difappointed. the natural Confequence 
is being angry; but if he will fufFer me to know any 
Thing of my felf, after having given me fo many Op- 
portunities of knowing a great deal too much of him, I 
am not at all difappointed by Ducktt\ difowning^ or re- 
iiifing to attefi what he told me of Mr. Edmund Smith's 
Information, for he came to me again and again to at- 
tefi it. and that to the laft of his Life, to a very few 
Days oefore he died. 

Jie, nay his whole Party know, I was not at all dif- 
appointed in the Reception my Hiftory met with from 
the found Part of the Nation, who, doubtlefs, were fen- 
fiblc of mv Honeft Endeavours to reduce the Hiftory of 
the Reielfhn and Eachards Hiftory to their languifliing 
Condition ; and it is hoped, my fecond Volume^ now rea- 
dy for the Prefs, containing the Reigns of Kmg William 
and Queen Mary^ Queen Anne^ and King George L will 
be kindly received by them, to pleafe whom is the ut- 
moft of my Ambirion j and probably it is thought, the 
DoSor cannot fpend his Time better, than by diverting 
me. If he can, from fo ufeful a Work, and provoking 
me to anfwer his flanderous Letters; but I am aware of 
it, and fhall take care to mifpend my own Time fo as 
little as poflible. He charges me for miftaking Thucydi" 
de$ for Herodotus: He fays not where, and reproaches 
me for not finding out an egregious Blunder in the Hi- 
ftory of the Rebeuion^ where Cinna is miftaken for Cath- 
Dne. As to the latter, I took it a^ I found it, and ftiould 
never have thought of a Critick upon that Hiftory, had 
the Faults in it been Blunders only ; the Detedion of 
which is what he glories in. Anotner Reproach of his 
againft me is, that I have not given my ielf much to 
reading, nor ever faw many Books of polite Literature: 
which will be furprizing News to all whom his moit 
humble Servant has the Honour to be known to, be- 
caufe I believe there is not one of 'em who knows any 
Thing of him as well as me, but is well fatisfied that I 
had read more polite Authors twenty Years ago than 
Oxonienjis ever faw out of a publick Library. I muft 
now acquaint him, that whatever becomes of the Paf- 
fage about Hampden^ I fhall never give up my Sufpicion 
of the Books having been under fome fort of Manage- 
ment at the Editing^ till the whole, in Lord Clarendotf^ 
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own Hand , is collated and comnarM with the printed 
Copy, which being as much other Mens Bufinefs at mine, 
I (hall fo leave it, having neither Leifiire nor Inclina- 
tions for fuch Work. AU that I fhall do further in this 
Conteft, and that too upon further Provocation only, 
will be a few Lines, to prove once more. That what- 
ever the late Bifliop Atterburj^ Oxonienfa^ and others, 
have faid, of the Improbability of Smith" ^ Information 
being true, confidering the kno'spn Proiity of the Parties 
concerned ; it is very confifteqt with every one of their 
Charaders, that nothing can leflen the Belief of it, but 
the Collating it as above ; and that, let the Original be 
whofe or what will, the Fads in it are not true ; of which 
I Ihall bring Proofs out erf JLaftffs Hiftory, the Right Ho- 
nourable the L * s VinJication pf General Monk^ 
Dr. Calamy^ &c. That the Method of it is not regular, 
nor, what the Oxford Criticks call iumitaih^ the Cba- 
r afters and Language jufi and froper^ which I ihall 
prove by all the Rules of Hiftoncal Criticifm ; nor, in 
a Word, that it has one good Hiftorical Qjjplity, which 
I fliall prove by what one of the beft Criticks EngUmd 
ever bred, one educated at Chrlfi-Churchj and a Pupil of 
Dr. SmalriJge^ faid of the Lord CUr9ndo9^% Hiftory while 
that Doftor was alive. But neither he nor anv one eife 
cares to enter into the particular Merits of the Caufe, 
contentmg themfelves with declaiming upon the iaefti- 
mable Value of it in Speeches and Sermons, &c. with- 
out offering a Syllable in its Defence, except in Gene- 
rals and Afnrmatives, a very unlikely way to recover the 
Reputation of their Book; which, if it had been attacked 
fooner, would fooner have been loft, and they been de- 
prived of fome goodly Edifices that are now Ornaments 
to their Univerfity ; but you fee how grateful they are 
for the Forbearance it met with. 

I faid formerly I wou'd not have fo mean a Thought, 
as that they are more in pain for the Credit of the Copy 
than for that of their Patron, on Account of the Copy's 
having been very beneficial to them; and that there's 
great Reafon to be apprehenfive of its SuflFering in the 
lucrative Part of it ; all which is now come to pafs, for 
the Oxford Letters were not publiflied in the MifceUanyy 
purely out of a Pundilio of Honour or Gratitude, or out 
of Regard to Truth, or even of Zeal for the Caufe, 
but to awaken the Sale of an Edition of the Hiftory, now 
dormant at Stationer^ HaU*^ and tp ferve as an Adver^ 
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tifement of its being to be fold, for thofe Letters have 
been bought up and difpers'd, a Fate which otherwife 
could not have befallen them, by the Perfon who, I am 
told, has the Books in Purchafe or Pawn; and no Body 
can blame me, after the hard Treatment I have met 
with, for declaring, I believe he will have them fo fome 
Time. 

Application having been made to the Gentleman in 
Bartletfs Buildings for a fig^it of the Original Clarendon* % 
\)y two Perfons, well versM in Hand-Writing, who had 
with them a Letter in the Earl of Clarenioi^^ own Hand, 
to compare it, the Gentleman faid it was advertifed wth^ 
out bis Confent or Knowledge^ and could not be then feen. 
One of the Perfons faying he came a good way to fee 
it, added, he would fend him a Line or two to know 
when he fliould wait upon him ; which being done, and 
no Anfwer coming, the other Perfon call a upon him 
again. He own*d the Receipt of the Letter, but con- 
tinued to excufe his Ihowing the Book, for which Rea- 
fon I fliall be at no more rains about it- and whoever 
fee it, if they are not well acquainted witn Lord Claren-' 
don^s Hand, it will fignify nothing. But to affift others in 
cafe of fuch Curiofity, the Letter of Lord Clarendorit 
own Hand- Writing, at the fame Time that the Hiftorv 
is faid to be written, {hall be at any one's Service who will 
make that Ufe cf it. and apply to Mr. Cox the Book* 
feller before-mention d. 
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REMARKS^ 

Upon the Grounds upon which the 
genuinenefs of the Elmi BacnA^xi was 
caird in queftion, wz. 

X. A memorandam pretended to have been wric^ 
ten by the Eari of Anglefey in a vacant page of a 
printed copy of the tiiuh htMJxi in 1^75', which Mr. 
MiUington the Auftioneer is faid to have difcover'd 
at the fale of the Earl'i books in 16S6. 

2. The Evidence produced in fupport of the afler- 
tion in this Memorandum, viz.. the Hear/ay teftimonj of 
Dr. Walkgt^ — and Mrs. Gauden's narrative ; — and 
inferences from fome hints in certain papers left by 
Mrs. Gauden with one Mr. North. 

THE memorandum runs in thefe words, 

-" King Charles the fecond, and the Duke of York 

*^did both (in the laft feffion of Parliament 167 f, 

** when I flicw'd them in the Lord's houfe the written 

Copy of this book, wherein are fome corrections 

written with the late King Charles' own hand) a& 

^* fure me that this was none of the faid Kings com* 

*• piling, but made by Dr. Gauden Bilhop of Eteter : 

. 11 ■ I ■ ■ ■ ■ 

'« Thefe remarks are extrafied ont of Mr. Wdgfiitffit's Vindica« 
tton, 3d edition 1711. to which I refer the Reader for fbllef 
fatisfafiion; or to the fummary of the Evidence on both fides; 
the qaeftion, coUefied by the 1^* MiBkA^ ia the Appendix 
to the life of Afi/ir^i. 
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which I here infert for the undeceiving others in 
this pointy by attefting fo much under niy hand^ 

Anglefey. 
It may be obferved 

1. With regard to the manner of the fiipp9s'd 

difcovery^ that for the better decoration of 

the llory^ Mr. Toland and Dr. Walker don't fcruple 
to ailert a falfehood : they reprefent the difcovery as 
fbmething very fir^uUr and povidential — *- '^ that Mil- 

Hngtan at the fale putting up the book, and a few 
bidding very low for it» having leifme to turn o- 
ver the leaves, . to his great furfrbie perceiv'd this 
'^ memorandum/' Whereas this is notorloufly fiilfe ^ 
fince 'tis well known that fbme time before the (ale 
he carried about with him this book and fliew'd the 
memorandum to fome particular perfbns. And fur* 
ther, 'tis obfervable that after he had fold the Book^ 
he tore out the Leaf on which the pretended memo« 
randum was written, and put it up in his pocket ; (o 
that it continued a fecret communicated only to a 
chofen Few. Thefe circumftances have a very bad 
afpeA s (be Appearance of (b much artifice, us'd gives 
juft grounds to fufped a forgery in the cafe. 

2. With regard to the memorandum itfelf ^ — - 'tis 
obvious to remark that it is worded in an idle^ quainty 
and inaccurate manner, quite unworthy of the noble 
Earl^ to whom it is afcrib'd, and fo unlike his r^r- 
reS manner of writing, that his (on. Lord Altbam^ 
from the very face of the thing, is perfwaded- ttiat' 
it never came from his Father's pea^ 

3. It is tmattefied: there never appeiirs to havr 
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been any evidence that it was wrote, or (ign'd by 
the E. of AngUfey j and therefore it is of no au-* 
thority. Now there ought to be fome fpecial proof^ 
in a cafe, where a new record is pretended, which, 
is to undeceive the world in a point where men all 
along have been in a milbke. 

4. With regard to the fail aflerted j — this is im- 
probable in it's felf, contrary to common belief: and 
moreover has been frequently contradifted by the 
fuppos'd vouchers. King Charles, and his brother the 
Duke of Tork^; and that formally and fblemnly by 
their letters patent, as well as by afTurances of a pri^. 
rate kind. Further 'tis not eafy to conceive that 
this fad fhon'd fo long be kept as afecret, which they 
with fuch opennefs and^unrefervednefs in the houfe 
of Lords difcover*d to the Earl of Anglefej: from 
which circumftances we may fairly prefume they had 
not that perfwafion concerning the Author of the EJxMr 
BicAAixi which is fnppofed in this memorandum* 

5. With regard to the circumftance of time it 19 
very inaccurate and defeHive — - there is no date of 
the day or month when it was written by the Earl — * 
no determinate point of time fpecified when the 
King and the Duke gave the Earl this affurance — 
the terms in the lafi fefion of Parliament are ambi« 
guotts : the feffion may be confider'd as the laft with, 
regard to the memorandum^ fo as to (ignify that imme« 
diately preceding the time of writing it — or obfiH 
lutelj the laftfefton of that year. Further, the terms 
are of too great a latitude ^ — they may comprehend 
a coofiderable part ^f the year. So that we have a 
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(prt of Record faere produced to prove an imftohabU 
matter of fad, which does not fpecifie any deter- 
minate time, in which this fad was fuppos'd to hap- 
pen : we have a memorandum, purpofely written to 
undeceive others in a remarkable point, deficient in 
in a material circumftance, necefTary to give it au- 
thority and credit. On the whole then, we have 
juft reafbn to fufped the evidence given in this caufe, 
as defignedly worded in fuch an indeterminate ambi* 
gmus manner to avoid the danger of being cmviSed 
of a falfehood ; which might have been the cafe, 
if the fad had been limited precifely to any particu* 
tar point of time. 

6. Another particular obfervable is, that here is 
a palpable mifnomer : Dr. Gauden is here ftil'd Bp. of 
Exeter; whereas he was tranflated toWorcefter in 16^3, 
and died Bp. of that Diocefe. Indeed this miftake^ 
with regard to the title of a Perfon is not of much 
importance; yet it is fucb a one, as was not likely to 
be committed by one Lord fpeaking of another Lord 
member of the fame houfe, ( who of courfe bears 
the denomination of his fee, who fubfcribes himfelf Bp, 
of Worcefier and is fo ftil'd by others) and efpecially 
by the £. of Ariglefej, who had the charader of being 
a very exad and accurate man -<^— ^ nor by King 
Charles, who had tranflated him to, Worcefier — this 
miftake more probably might came from another 
quarter, where Dr. Gauden might be remembred only 
under the Charader of Bp. of Exeter. 

7. As to the circumftance of the place where this 
memorandum was found written ; -^ who wou'd not 
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exped to find it in that MS. copjj which is here fup« 
pos'd to have been fhewn to King Charles^ and the 
Duke of TorkJ yet it feems, it is not to be found bere^ 
where it moft properly fliou'd be plac'd, and might 
with the greateft reafon be expe&ed^ but in a vacatit 
leaf of a ^riwr^rf Copy: this is very unaccountable 
upon the prefent fuppofition. Nor can we conceive 
any other reafon of this proceeding, than this^ which 
feems to be the true one, viz. that this Noble Earl 
had no fuch MS. Copy of the Book, as is here pre- 
tended. And that he had not, will appear highly 
probable from the following confiderations. For 

8. 'Tis to be obferv'd that this pretended MS. Copy 
was a very curious one, having fome corrections writ^ 
ten with the King's own handy and as it was in the poflef- 
fion of as curious a Colleftor of every thing valuable 
in the Literary way as any perfon of his times, wou'd 
doubtlefs have been carefully preferv'd. But, fince 
it Is not extant^ nor was ever known to be in the 
Earl's poiTeffion, it rather may be prefum'd that 
there was no fuch MS. ever fliewn ; at leaft it requires 
a better proof than the mere aflertion in the memo- 
randum to induce any confiderate man to believe it. 
Efpecially fince we have the affurance of a Perfon, 
well acquainted with the Earl's Library, that he 
never yiw, or heard that there ever was fuch a MS. 
Copy ; and this Perfon is no other than Lord Altham 
the Earl's 3d Son, then Dean of Exeter, and Preben- 
dary of Wefiminfier. But further, 

9. With regard to the printed Copy which con* 
tain'd this memorandum 'tis very unaccountable, that 
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that very circumftance (hou'd be omitted, which wa$ 
requifite to give value to the copy, and an air of 
€redibtlitj to the ftory ; viz. the cmuHions written by 
King Charles in the MS : tbefe at leaft ihoa'd have 
been tranfcrib'd and noted. But the Rev. and noble 
Perfon above-meniion'd, who had frequent accefs to 
his Father's Library, and frequent converfation with 
him upon literary matters, declares that he never 
faw^ never heard of fuch a memorandum in a printed 
Copy I and in confirmation of his opinion in this 
matter, he gives this proof — that he had turn'd 
over his Father's papers,' found a Parliamentary ** diary 
" written by him, relating particularly to bimfelf, and 
*^ of that very year, which the memorandum refers to, 
** in which there are many things of far lefs confe- 
^^quence, and particularly what the King faid to 
^' him in that houfe, but not one fyllable of what is 
^^ exprefs'd in the memorandum/* Had the allegation 
of the memorandum been true, it is icarce poflible 
to conceive that an occurrence fo very fingular and 
extraordinary fliou'd be omitted by the mod: accurate 
obferver and induftrious Colleftor of every thing 
curious — and a perfon too, who is reprelented as 
zealous to undeceive others in this point. This laft 
circumftance comes now to be confider'd, from which 
we may perceive the inconfiftency of the whole Pro- 
ceeding. For 

lo. Let us obferve the End for which this memo* 
randum was written by one of the wifeft men of that 
age — ^ it was a publick-fpirited one, viz. to unde« 
ccive others in a remarkable point — • let us obierve 
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the inedm us*d in order to this End. He, who had 
a curious MS> Copj, writes this advertifement in a 
printed Copy, which, it feems, was not kept as a 
Curiofttjy but difpers'd in the Library among other 
books; and fo at laft came into the Audioneer's 
hands : in the mean time liable to various contin- 
gencies — perhaps to be torn out, — • to fall into pri- 
vate hands, «— to lie negle&ed, and never fee the 
Light: and it (eems, that in fad it lay hid unthought 
of and undifcover'd for about ii years, and proba- 
bly wou'd never have been known, but that very 
pr9Videnttally it fell into the hands of Mr. Millington, 
the AuSioneer. So that very teftimony, which was 
written to undeceive others, was all this while kept a 
fecret to the Earl's family. Lord jlltham for his part 
anfwers that he was never favoured with this fingular 
information — neither He nor any of his family e- 
ver heard his Father queftion the King's being the 
Author, or fay any thing contained in the memo- 
randum ; nor does it ,appear, that any other perfbns 
. nearly related by blood or intereft had the leaft 
knowledge of the matter. This difcovery, it feems, 
^fzsrefervi^ for t\it,Au9:ioneer. All this while what 
a fine fcheme of undeceiving the world is this, thus 
to keep them ftill in the dark ? what an unaccount- 
able inconfiftencj in the whole proceeding, highly re- 
fleding on the underftanding of that great Statefman, 
who is reprefented as having a certain End in view, 
and yet at the fame time induftrious to difappoint it by 
negleding the proper means f But if the imputation 
of fuch abfurd proceedings cannot be admitted con^ 

K 2 fiftently 
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fiftently with the Earl's known charader, I think we 
fliall find reafon to exempt him from the imputation 
of writing this memorandum^ and to coniider the 
whole as a f<^gerj coming from Ibme ether quarter — 
efpecially, if to the reafons already mentioned we 
add in the laft place 

II. The fufpicious and difingenuous dealing of 
the Ferfim who had the pretended memorandum in 
bis poffepon ; which feems defign'd rather to deceive 
than undeceive the world. — For it was not openly 
communicated to the publlck^ nor fubmitted to the 
view of the mod curious and competent judges; but 
kept clofe like a fecret whifper'd about among a par- 
ticular fet of friends. Mr. JVagftaffe made frequent 
and earned: application , but Mr. Mllllngton never 
wou'd favour him with the fight of it. Lord Altham, 
who was well acquainted with his Father's hand, and 
defirous to inform himielf in this matter^ cou'd ob- 
tain nothing of him but a promlfe, which he cou'd 
never get perform'd; and probably for this very 
reafon, becaufe he was a competent judge of the cafe, • 
This circumftance alone wou'd give fufficient grounds 
for fufpicion ; and, if we take in the evidences con- 
tained in the memorandum itfelf, upon the whole we 
need not fcruple to rejed the allegation as a fiftion. 
So much I thought proper to affert by way of re- 
marks upon the memorandum eictraded out of Mr. 
JVagftaffe's Vindication &c. to which I refer the Read- 
er for a more full fatisfaftion. 

But to purfue the hiftory of this controverfy — It 
has been obferv'd that this memorandum was fuppos'd 

to 



to be written in itf/y. — that, during the remain- 
ing part of the Earl's life, for about ii. years, it lay 
dormant in his Library entirely unknown aud undif* 
cover 'd — in Apr. i6%6 the Earl dies; and that year, 
his Library one of the moft valuable private colle- 
Aions of books in Europe^ was, contrary to his in- 
tention and diredion, order'd to be fold by AuHtoni 
tEe management of the affair was committed to Mr. 
Millingtim the Audioneer ; and herewith opportunity 
was given to make this notable difcovery : this was 
fbon made, and propagated not without fuccefs a« 
mong fome people, in an age^ fond of novelty, when 
the general difaffedion to King James difpos'd men 
to receive any impreilion in prejudice to the Royal 
Giufe. Bp. Gauden, it feems, was qow found to be 
the writer of the Eix^r Btf^iA/juf. This was indeed a 
new and ftrange claim ; fuch as never appears to have 
been made by the Bp. in his life time; or, if it had, 
wou'd certainly never have been credited. He had 
been now dead about 23 years. Yet fo it happen'd, 
that, even at fo great a diftance of time a voucher 
cou'd be rais'd up in confirmation of this pofthumous 
evidence. For Dr. Walkjtr, who was, during the times 
of ufurpation. Curate to Dr. Gauden, then Dean of 
Booking Cto which he was collated by ordinance of 
Parliament in 1^43.) being talk'd with on this oc- 
cafion^ immediately recolleded all the informations 
he at feveral times had received from Dr. Gauden; — 
and roundly afferted his title to the work — thus the 
fecret which hitherto they both had conceal'd, was 
at once boldly publifh'd: Dr. Walker pleas'd himfelf 

with 



M 



I j8 ^pendix. 

with the fingular merit of knowing much of the 
matter; and officioufly reported more than he, or 
Dr. Gauden knew to be true — His teftimony upon 
this was caird in queftion and invalidated : a paper- 
war commenc'd ; the controverfy was carried on with 
warmth : Mrs. Gauden s narrative is taken in to make 
up the evidence ; and certain papers of the Bi/hop in 
the hands of one Mr. North are produced to fupport 
the Bifhop's claim. 

I fhall not trouble the Reader with a tedious de- 
tail of the circumftances of the whole Evidence; I 
choofc to refer him to the printed accounts of Dr. 
Walker or Mr. Toland's Amyntor ; and, I think, he will 
readily excufe me when he is affur'd that all is re- 
folv'd into the Teftimony of Bp. Gauden concerning 
himfelf. This is really fb much the cafe that what is 
alledg'd befides, is not to be look'd upon as any evi- 
dence at all. 

I leave the Reader to judge what ftrefs is to be 
laid upon a claim of this nature ; only defiring him 
to apply the cafe home to himfelf. Let us then fup- 
pofe him to be in pofleffion of a valuable envied pro- 
perty, which nevertlielefs he had quietly enjoy *d a- 
bout forty years: let us further fuppofe, that an im- 
pudent Voucher or two (hou'd afterward? agree to 
fet up the claim of fome other Gentleman (who had 
been dead between 20 and 30 years) merely upon 
this footing, viz. that that fame Gentleman forfooth 
had told them he had a juft title to it — wou*d he be 
CQnvinc'4 by fuch evidence, and tamely give up his 
property? np certainly ^ unlefs his infatuation was 
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as great as the claimant's impudence. And therefore 
I think, that by the fame way of reafoning, he never 
cou'd be inflaenc'd by fuch idle, precarious, pofthu- 
raous, hear-fay teftimony to admit Dr. Gauden\ arro- 
gant claim, and dilpofTefs ¥Ai\%Charles of his allow'd 
right. 

I beg leave to offer a few ftridures on the circura* 
ftances of this evidence. 

!• As to the Papers faid to be left by Bp. Gau" 

den in poiTe/Hon of Mn North ; 'tis fufficient 

to obferve in general, that they are fuch, as are far 
from afcertaittlng his title to the thing in difpute, in- 
afmuch as they make no mention at all of it: — but 
they are withal fuch, as ought not to be produc'd 
t by thofe, who have a tender regard for his chara- 
&er J fince they tend to expofe his weaknels, his ar- 
rogance, and ambition ; and leave this impreflion on 
the Reader's mind, that the man, who cou'd write 
in fuch a manner, was capable of faying any thing ; 
and fo in the ^vent they invalidate this teftimony. 
But, as nothing appears to be exprefly mention'd of 
his claim to the Hmf BeuihtKii, we may difmifs this e- 
vidence, as quite impertinent, and alledging nothing 
to the purpofe. 

idly With regard to Mrs. Gaudens narrative — 
I can look upon it in no other view, than as an of- 
ficious attempt of a vain woman to improve her 
husband's tale to the beft advantage. As to the fin^^ 
gularity in her relation of fafts and circumftances -^ 
it is of little import whether the fiftion came from 
her own, or her husband's imagination. It {eems the 

Dr, 
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Dr. claimed the merit of writing fmethitig in behalf 
of the Royal caufe ; and on that account he is an 
importunate fbllicitor for higher preferments; and 
ijc iieems the ^\nMV BatiKini is pitched upon for that fomc' 
thing, as being a piece which wou'd do him the 
greateft credit, and beft anfwer his defigns. 

jdly. With regard to Dr. Walker's evidence — this 
is on good grounds charg'd with inConfiftency in three 
refpeds — i. inconfiftency with the memorandum in 
fupport of which it is brought ; 2dly, with the re- 
lation of the affair formerly given by himfelf; 3dly, 
with Mrs. Gaudens narrative. 

1. According to Dr. Walker's account Dr. Gauden 
is reprefented as not knowing whether the King bad ever 
feen his performance : whereas the memorandum men* 
tions fome correHions in the MS. copy with the King's own 
hand. Now, if Dr. Gauden had been the author of the 
work, he cou'd not well be ignorant of this circum- 
ftance; and, wh6n it appear'd in publick, he mufl: 
have known and obferv'd any variation made by an- 
other hand. 

2. In the next place 'tis obfervable that his printed 
account in 1691 difagrees with his attefiation, given 
in by him in the j^zx preceeding as the whole he then 
knew of that affair : now the rcafon of this variation 
may be thus accounted for. It feems his affertions 
had been throughly canvafs'd, and were found fuch 
as wou'd not ftand the teft ; and therefore, wheir he 
publijh'd his account, he found it neceflary to omit 
what he had before aflerted, and to infert (bme new 
fads and circumftances, and to fhape his relation in 

a 
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a different manner to ferve a prefent turn. Now 
Truth is an uniform, invariable thing ; and in the 
prefent cafe it feems not to be much regarded by 
that Witnels, who occafionally retraits and Jhlfts his 
evidence ; no credit ought to be given to a Voucher, 
who is found not coniiftent with btmfelf. 

3. 'Tis a fufpicious circumftance much to the dif* 
credit of any caufc, that the witneflTes on the fame 
fide of the quefiion difagree in the relation of fads: 
fuch evidences are juftly to be fet afide as deftroying 
one another^ both being probabiy as diftant from the 
truth as they are from one another. And as to Dr. 
Walker in particular — 'tis not much to be wonder'd 
that he fliou'd contradid others, who is found incon* 
fiftent with himfelf. Now in the prefent cafe his te- 
•ftimony appears to contradift Mrs. Gaudens narrative 
in no lefs than thirteen inftances. Thefe Mr. IVag- 
ftaffe has exhibited drawn up in two Columns con- 
fronting one another in the Defence of Ins Vindication 
f* ^l* and to this I refer the Reader. Now upon 
the whole, what muft every equitable Judge think 
of evidences thus circumftantiated, thus embarafs'd 
with the charge of impertinencies, inconfiftencies, 
and contradidions ? all thefe muft be look'd upon 
as fo many deviations from the ftrait line of Truth 1 
and as fuch, betray the diftrefs and weakpefs of the 
Caufe, which they are brought to fupport. 

I muft here beg leave to remind the Reader, that, 
however pertinent, full, and clear thefe evidences 
might be. thought, yet ftill they are only hear-faj poft- 
humous evidences and refblvable into Dr. Gauden's 

te- 
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teftimony concerning himfelf. — And if It be a ge- 
nerally receiv'd principle of equity that a Man's evi- 
dence in his own cafe is not to be admitted^ to the 
prejudice of another, who is in poffeffion of the Right, 
I prefume all that is fuppos'd to come from Dr. Gau- 
deny will have but little weight in the prefent inftance. 

But after all, it never appeared that Dr, Gauden 
himfelf did ever make this claim: on the contrary it 
appears that he join'd in the common acknowledge- 
ment of the King's title, and which he mad€ in a 
particular manner on a certain occafion, when being 
at Exeter he preach'd on Jan. 30. For the proof of 
this, as a thing notorious, the atteftation of one of 
his Clergy at Exeter is produc'd by Mr. Wagftaffe. 
But if after this he did make any fuch claim, the 
charge of difingcnuity and prevarication will ftick on 
his memory, and blaft his Credit. 

Before I entirely difmifs this fubjed it may not 
be araifs to bring into one point of view feveral con- 
fiderations, which (hew the high improbabilitj of his 
being the Author of this excellent performance — 
And the ift. is that, which will ftrike the Apprehen- 
lion of every Critical Reader, his incapacity ; this is 
collefted from internal evidences, the peculiar fpirit 
and fiiUy as well as the matter of the eJxok BecdiAixi, 
compared with every produdion of his Pen, fo dif- 
ferent in kind, and degree, diftinguifti'd by fuch an 
inimitable excellence and fuperiority, that we may 
venture to affert that it truly bears the Kind's image 
and fuperfcription 5 and that the Royal coin cou'd 
pot be counterfeited by fo unskilful! a hand* 

2dly, 
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adly. The teftimony of Dr. GW^w's friends, who 
give him the charafter of a pious and good man — 
Upon ;his fuppofition and confidently with this cha- 
rader, how can they allow him to be the author of 
fuch a fraud? for is it not a dishoneft proceeding to 
impofe a cheat upon the world, to perfonate the 
King in his meditations and fecret thoughts, and in 
his appeals and addrefles to God ? But this will ftill 
appear more improbable if we confider, that, 

jdly. He never appeared to aft upon principles 
and motives which might induce him to an attempt 
of this kind. He had no fpecial attachment to 
the King's fervice ; he was not his. Chaplain, he 
was never preferred by him. He was made Dean of 
Bocking in 1^43 by an ufurp*d Power, by ordinance 
of the Parliament «— He was an occafional conformift 
to the humour of the times ; he took the Covenant ; 
and held the office of Mafter of the Temple^ during 
the Ufurpation. Upon the whole, he rather appears 
to have given great proofs of his zeal to hold his lu- 
crative preferments th^n to fupport the Royal caufe. 
And therefore it feems very improbable that a per- 
fon with fuch difpofitions, in fuch circumftances, 
ftiou'd fo boldly engage in fuch an invidious under- 
taking, attended with fuch difficulty and danger. 

Now after all this. The Reader may with fome 
furprize ask, how it came to pafs that Dr. Gauden 
was pitch'd upon for the reputed author of the work ; 
I fhall endeavour to anfwer his enquiry, and account 
for the proceeding. It happens in this, as in many 
gther falfe reports, that there are fome circumftances 

which, 
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which, being tnifunderftood or mifapplied, give the 
occafion. It feems that about the time the Emm^ 
B«^/«i made it's Appearance, two pieces came out in 
Dr. Gauden's name, viz. the non-obligation of the Gh 
venant^ and a Proteftatton againft the King's Murder^ in 
which ad moft of the Presbyterians joined, in oppo* 
fition to their Rivals the Independents^ who by this 
time had gain'd the fuperiority. Thefe were printed 
by Rojfton the King's Printer. On this occafion Dn 
Gauden was known to have frequent intercourfe with 
that Prefs : and on account of the fubjeS of his Pa- 
pers, 'tis poflible that he might have accefs to Bp» 
Duppay as his friends report, and the work might be 
favour'd with his approbation and aflSftance : And^ 
on this Account after the Reftoration 'tis probable 
that he magnified bis fervices, and thought himfelf 
entitled to fome reward ; and accordingly as to what 
the papers, left behind him, mention of the merit 
he claim'd of writing fbmething in behalf of the 
Royal caufc, this moft probably relates to the above- 
mention d trads, which Mrs. Gauden aiid Dr. Walker 
mifapply to the Bixeur BccoiMKil. But further, what if 
it fhou'd appear that a confiderable part of it was 
to be feen before the publication in the DoSor's ^wn 
band writing? we may perhaps wonder, that this has 
not been more infifted on as the fhrewdcft Argument 
to prove that he wrote it: but it happens very un- 
luckily, that this circumftance (hews that he was 
merely a tranfcriber and not the Author. The truth 
of the cale was this — There was a correfpondence 
between the Dr. and Mr. Simmons^ formerly Minifter 

of 
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of Rayne in the Neighbourhood of Becking, who 
was the very Perfon entrufted with the publication 
of the work both at Dugard*s and Royftons Prefs. The 
DoAor borrows the MS. of him, defirous to perufe 
it : being obliged to reftore it in a very /hort time, 
be fets about tranfcribing as much as he cou'd in the 
limited time^ and this is indeed the only way he 
was capable of writing the Eix^k Brnhjid. One IVtUtam 
jttcn, who fate up all night and was afEftant to him 
on this occafion, gave this account of the affair. 

Thefe are the mofl probable grounds, which gave 
occafion to the miflake or mifreprefen cation : the 
above-mention'd circumflances, it feems, were known 
to agree with the Cafe of Dr. Gauden, and no other 
perfon 5 Accordingly he was pitch'd upon for the 
Author of the performance : if they cou'd have been 
applied to fbme more able Hand, and fupported by 
the like evidence. Dr. Gaudens name wou'd never 
have appeared in the difpute, loaded as it is with the 
weight of a reputation, which he is unable fuflain. 

I have now gone through the examination of the 
Grounds, on which the genuinenefs of the E/xir Baetfi- 
MxJ has been call'd in queftion — the pretended memo- 
randum has bten throughly conGder'd, and difprov'd ; 
and will, I prefume, among all impartial judges pafs 
for no other than a forgery — the vouchers brought 
in fiipporc of it have been examined, and found im- 
pertinent, and inconfifient in their teftimony ; and the 
whole evidence juftly exploded, as an idle goftpping 
tale. And by this time methinks, the Reader looks 
back on the whole proceeding not without aftonifli- 

ment 
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ment and indignation, while he confiders the inji^ict 
done CO the good King, by difpofleffing him of his 
right and title to his own work, a right eftabli(h'd 
by long uncontefted poiTeflion, — and that upon tht 
moft infignificant, precarious, felf-confutei evidences : — 
and withal the affront offer'd to common (enfe, and 
the impudence of obtruding on the world the be- 
lief fuch an improbable ftory on fuch incompetent 
grounds -^ and laftly (what is as monftrous as the 
impofition of the fraud itfelf ) the blind credulity of 
thoie men^ who implicitly receive and induftrioufly 
propagate the flander, refblv'd, in fpite of the means 
of convidion, to countenance every report which 
detrads from the perfonal credit of the good King, 
and thereby weakens the defence of his Caufe. In 
this inftance we perceive the furpri^iing efFe<Sb of 
ftrong party prejudices : we perceive that there is no 
aiTertion fb improbable, but what will be admitted 
and believ'd ; none fo clear and unexceptionable^ 
but what will be queftion*d and rejedied by perfbns 
under the influence of this deluding principle. 

I will venture to fay that, among the vaft number 
of books publi/h'd and without difpute received un-^ 
der the names of their refpedive Authors, few were 
ever known to carry along with them fo many and 
fo clear proofs of their genuinenefs as the bIkw Baw- 
A/xS, which I (hall prefently make appear. As the King's 
performance it was univerfally received, and acknow-^ 
ledg'd without contradidion j as fuch it ^as confi-^ 
der'd by the Ufurpers, who employed Milton to write 
a formal anfwer to it. And now when this greateft 
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effort of wit and malice prov'd unfiiccefsful, it was 
at laft refolv'd to ftrike a very bold ftroke and dif- 
pofTefs the King of his title to this as well as the other 
branches of his property. In this work indeed a 
moft worthy inftrument has been employ *d r the au- 
thority of this Book is attacked by the fame hand 
which attempted to demolifh the Canon of the Hdj 
Scriptures. 

In a difpute of this kind it might with reafon be 
thought fufficient to anfwer all objedions, and to 
clear the point from all the exceptions made : when 
this is done according to the allow'd principles of 
reafoning the Prefumption of courfe muft ftill, as be- 
fore, ftand in favour of the reputed Author. But 
as the particular fads brought in proof of our point 
are not univerfally known, or confider'd by the par- 
ties engaged on either fide of the quefiion; for the 
fatisfadion of the one, and for the conviding, if 
not convincing, the other, I proceed to exhibit, in 
a compendious fummary view, the evidences, by which 
the gcnuinenefs of the Eik«k B«wi^/xili is prov'd. I fhali 
here chiefly infift on the external evidences which 
arife from the teftimony of others, fubmitting the 
application of the internal evidences contained in the 
work itfelf to the judgment of the intelligent Reader. 

Now with regard to the teftimonies brought in 
proof of the fad we may in general obierve, that 
they are many in number^ various in kind and degree, 
coming from enemies as well as friends to the Royal 
caufe, all concurring and agreeing in one common 
point. Theie I fhall recite as they are recapitulated 
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by Mr. Wagftaffe in bis ViDdication p. 109 and di-* 
gefted in proper order of time and inftead of com« 
menting on them in this place refer the Reader to 
the feveral parts of his book^ for the more diftin£fc 
explication and proof. 

1. Then, we have the Princely Pelican giving an 
account of the early intentions of the King before 
he put pen to paper ^ and alfo of the fteps^ and li- 
neaments, and of the gradual proceeding of the King 
during the time of his writing it^ and the progre^ 
he made in it : moreover he mentions two very re- 
markable matters of fad, viz. the taking of the King's 
Cabinet with a conGderable part of thefe papers by 
the Rebels in the battle of Nafebj^ and their being 
afterwards reftor'd to the King. 

2. Dr. ^odes, who conduced the King from NeW'- 
Mrk, to Oxford in difguife, and on many occaGons at* 
tended him, read part of the King's book written in 
the King's own Hand. 

3. We have feveral proofs of the following fads, «-«• 
that fo much of the King's book as was then written 
(probably more than the firft 17 chapters) being (eiz'd 
by the Rebels in the unfortunate battle otNafeiy, was 
kept in the Conqueror's hands above two years^ — that 
during that interval three Perfons in particular faw and 
read the papers in the King's own hand writing —viz. 
the Eatl of Manchefter J Mr. Prynne^ and Col.. O^i^irj. 

4* Judge Morton, then a Colonel in the King's ar- 
my, read on one fide of a Paper, which the King 
gave him haftily to write down fome inftrudioos 
a paragraph which afterwards he faw in the beginning 

of 
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of the 2ifl; chapter in the King's own hand-writing. 
^. The Rev. Mr. Dillingham at Holdenbj read one 
chapter of the Book frefli written by the King him* 
felf: 

6. It appears that the King employed Dr. Gorge 
and Arch-Bp. Vjhet to recover his papers out of the 
Rebells hands — and at length Major Huntington ob- 
tained them from General Fairfax, and reftor'd them 

to the King at Hampton-court that in the mean 

time, before he reftored them, he favoured St Jt^ 
remj Whichcott with a fight of them, who having pe* 
rus'd them tranfcrib'd about 17 chapters. 

7. In 1^47 St. John Brattle and his father were 
employed in methodizing the loofe papers, all wrote 
with the King's own Hand. 

8. Mr.Lev^r,Pageof the Bedchamber in ordinary to 
his Majefty, faw the King at feveral times writing 
fome of his meditations — read them often and had 
the care and cuftody of them^ and delivered them to 
the King at Hurjl Caftle. 

9. Mr. Anthony Mildmaj had a Bible given him by 
the King, where feveral parts of SS. efpecially the 
Ffulms^ were mark'd by the King; and comparing 
thefe mark'd places with the E?x»r, he found them to 
be the fame which were us'd in that book. 

10. Captain Wade attending the King in the Ifle 
of Wight faw part of the book in the King's own 
writing. 

11. Serjeant Brown faw ir in loofe papers pinn'd up 
behind the hangings in Carisbrook, Caftle. 

12. Col: Hammond faw the King writing fome of 
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it, which he took the liberty to read, and moreorer 
had fome of the (beets in rough-draught under the 
King's hands in his own poffeffion after the King's 

murder. 

13. Mr. Reading (who by order of the Parliament 
attended the King in the place of fome of his fervants 
whom they had difmifs'd) faw the King writing it — 
moreover he wrote fome of it himfelf the King di« 
ftating to him. 

14. Oliver Cromwell did not fcruple to own that the 
King wrote it. 

ly. Tlie Author of the E«ir i ww (publifli'd in 
i($4P in anfwer to a libel againfl: the King entitled 

BixaK ihn^ivi) faw It in the King's hand heard the 

King own it ■ afferts that many perfbns had feen it 

in the King's hand — that even then it might be feen 
by auy that wou'd give themfelves the trouble of look- 
ing afcer it. 

16. Mr. Rojfton had an order from the King to 
print it in the beginning of OHober 5 — the book it- 
felf was fent him Dec. 23 ; and according to that or- 
der it was aftually printed before Jan. 30. Mr. Mil- 
homn and Mr. Clifford adifted at the printing it — — 
the Copy they printed by was written by Mr. Odart 
fecretary to Sr. J. Nicholas — moreover Mr Heme at- 
tefts that Mr. Odart and others took copies of it. 

17. Mr. Dugard alfo at the fame time printed it — 
the Copy he us'd was in the King's own hand. 

18. Mr. Simmons convey'd both thefe copies to the 
Prefs — he correded the proof-flicets — he afErm'd 
all along, and efpecially on his death-bed, that the 

Book 
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Book was of the King's own writing — that the Co- 
py by which Mr. Dugard printed it was written in 
the King's own hand. 

19. Dr. Hooker^ who correded this book at D«^- 
ari*s Prefs, attefts that Mr. Simmons recei\^d it from 
the King himfelf , taking it from under his blue 
Watcher Waiftcoat j and that the frontlfpiece and 
Mottoes were drawn by the King's own hand, and wrote 
with his own Pencil. 

20. Sr. Thomas Herbert had one of the Copies writ- 
ten by the King's own hand left hm as a Legacy by 
the King. 

2 J. Laftly, 'KM^Charles II. had alfo another Copy 
in the King's hand^ which he fliew'd to Mr. Wood at 
Breda. 

After all this is it not aftonifliing, that any man 
of common fenfe and honefty ftiou'd deny K. Charles 
to be the Author of the E/ie»r Btf^^/xJ? we have before 
us accumulated evidences, dired pofitive teftimony, 
by which the fad is inconteftably prov'd. Were it 
a matter of Right or Property in difputc, where ftrid 
legal proof was required, even this is not wanting iQ 
the prefent cafe. I am fure more proof is found than 
cou'd reafonably be expeiled^ and I further add, njore 
than needed to be alledged ; fince the intrinjick^ evi- 
dence alonp is fufEcient j — fincc the work itfelf con- 
tains reafons fufEcient to determine the perfwafion 
of every conGderate manj the peculiarity of the mat^ 
ter and manner of writing -r- the mention of feveral 
tranfadions — the motives — and circumftances of 
certain proceedings whi^h cou'd be known only by 
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the Party immediately intcreftcd, nor cou*d be ex- 

prefi'd fo feelingly by any other Pen, and that 

inimitable drain of lively, copious eloquence, which 
animates the whole performance — thefe are chara- 
Aers, which point out the true Author, and admit of 
no counterfeit. But, as this is a matter of Criticifm 
arifing from a comparative view of things, I muftleave 
it fubmitted to the judgment of the intelligent Read* 
er, which in the mean while I can fcarce help antici- 
pating in fo clear a cafe. Whether the King did ailuattj 
write the Baxm Bmmxj^ is a matter of fad: to be deter- 
min'd by proper evidence — yet I muft here remark 
one circumftance in his behalf, which cannot be ap- 
plied to the cafe of Dr. Gauden, viz. that his abilities 
in point of parts, learning, and knowledge have been 
generally allowed: He was efleemM capable of writing 
it: His fad experience furnifli'd him with dhcSt an({ 
immediate knowledge of many important tranfadions, 
which the Doftor cou'd no more defcribe, than feel : 
His capacity as a Writer had been involuntarily prov'd 
by his enemies, who contrary to the rules of decency 
and humanity publifh'd his private Letters &c. And af- 
terwards in every conference and paper-controverfy 
they had continually frefli conviftions ; and many of 
them exprefs'd their admiration of Ills abilities, as a 
Statefman and Divine, when in folitude, and deflitute 
of all affiftance,he maintained the difpute againft their 
mofl able champions, and appeared fuperior in the man- 
agement of his argument as well as the merits of .his 
Caufe, Itwou'd indeed bea very uneafyexercife of the 
Reader's patience to read over all that Dr. Gauden has 

wrote 
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wrote^ but I am perlwaded he upon examination will 
fbon perceive he never did or cou'd write any thing 
lilce the £ix»r B«fiMx); fo that upon this footing, conii- 
dering only the chavaSers of the Perfbns^ and abftraA- 
ing from the proofs of the fafts^ the account, which 
afcribes the honour of the performance to Dr. Gauden, 
appears on the face of the thing altogether incredible, 
and that in favour of K. Charles will at leaft appear 
probable. But when all the evidences on both fides of 
the queftion are dated in a fair light, the point will 
be at once determined, the King's right will be for ever 
eftablifli'd : even prejudiced men may at laft receive ' 
convidion, and be afham'd of their own credulity 
and the impudence of the aftonifhing accufation. 
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